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The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable GARY
C. PETERS, a Senator from the State of
Michigan.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, who directs the move-
ments of the stars, we look to You for
help to sustain us during life’s chal-
lenging season. Lord, we rejoice be-
cause repeatedly in our history You
have saved us from trouble. You have
sent angels to guard and defend us. We
continue to remember the many times
You have blessed us beyond what we
deserve.

Today, guide our lawmakers. Fill
them with reverential awe as they re-
member that those who trust You will
lack no good thing. Though they may
face many troubles, You will continue
to rescue them. Thank You for never
forsaking us.

We pray in Your loving Name. Amen.

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge

of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. LEAHY).

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, September 30, 2021.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable GARY C. PETERS, a
Senator from the State of Michigan, to per-
form the duties of the Chair.
PATRICK J. LEAHY,
President pro tempore.
Mr. PETERS thereupon assumed the
Chair as Acting President pro tempore.

———
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

————————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

EXTENDING GOVERNMENT FUND-
ING AND DELIVERING EMER-
GENCY ASSISTANCE ACT

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will proceed to the consider-
ation of H.R. 5305, which the clerk will
report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 5305) making continuing appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2022, and for providing emergency
assistance, and for other purposes.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
ROSEN). The Republican leader is rec-
ognized.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
today the Senate will consider and pass
a government funding bill and do our
part to avoid a shutdown.

The continuing resolution contains a
number of key items that Republicans
called for. That includes supplemental
funds to help resettle vetted Afghan
refugees and hurricane recovery aid for
Louisiana.

It is seriously disappointing that the
Democratic side would not let us in-
clude funding for Israel’s Iron Dome in
the base text. It honestly baffles me
that defensive aid to our ally Israel has
become a thorny subject for the polit-
ical left.

But, overall, this is encouraging
progress. The Democratic majority has
begun to realize that the way forward
on basic governing duties matches the
roadmap that Republicans have been
laying out for months. On government
funding, what Republicans laid out all
along was a clean continuing resolu-
tion without the poison pill of a debt
limit increase. That is exactly what we
will pass today. Earlier this week, the
Democratic leader tried to muscle
through something different through a
partisan jam, but it failed. Now the
government will be funded as we laid
out. That is step 1.

Next will come step 2: the debt ceil-
ing. And we have clearly laid out the
way forward there as well. As I have
explained since last July—last July—
Democrats need to begin the fast-track
process for handling this issue through
reconciliation. Clumsy attempts at
partisan jams by the majority will not
change that reality. It didn’t work on
government funding, and it won’t work
on the debt limit. They will just be
wasting valuable time.

I think this reality is hopefully start-
ing to dawn on our colleagues. Multiple
leading House Democrats acknowl-
edged just this week that their unified
Democratic government is fully capa-
ble—fully capable—of fast-tracking a
debt limit increase on their own. Non-
partisan experts have confirmed that
they have plenty of time to get this
done before late October.

At the same time that the Senate
Democratic leader says, incorrectly,
that he doesn’t have enough time, he
has spent weeks of the Senate’s time
processing midlevel nominations.
Today, the majority is spending mul-
tiple hours to confirm a Bureau of
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Land Management nominee who 1lit-
erally collaborated with ecoterrorists,
fiddling away day after day after day
while they pretend they lack the time
to do their most basic job.

Senate Republicans have been totally
transparent. We have given Democrats
a step-by-step guide to governing in
this environment and months of ad-
vance notice to get it done. The conclu-
sion to draw from this week is very
clear: Clumsy efforts at partisan jams
do not work. What works is when the
majority accepts the reality of the sit-
uation.

We are able to fund the government
today because the majority accepted
reality. The same thing will need to
happen on the debt limit next week.

TRIBUTE TO SUE THARP

Now, Madam President, on an en-
tirely different matter, few public serv-
ants know Western Kentucky and its
people as well as my good friend Sue
Tharp. Sue has served as my team’s
Paducah-based field assistant since
1985. She is retiring this month after
nearly four decades of uninterrupted
service to the Commonwealth.

Sue holds the record for being the
longest continually serving employee
from my entire career in public serv-
ice. She has been with me since day
one of my Senate service.

So, today, I would like to honor this
one-of-a-kind Kentuckian whose steady
leadership in Western Kentucky has
been integral to my office’s mission to
serve the Bluegrass and the people who
call it home.

Now, when you ask Sue’s colleagues
to describe their coworker, you hear
one word again and again and again:
dedicated. In 36 years, Sue has scarcely
missed a day in the office. She tackles
each constituent problem with her
quick wit and her smile. Her knowledge
of Western Kentucky is encyclopedic.
And Sue has played a key part in train-
ing almost every other field staffer on
our team, sharing hard-won wisdom
with the next generation of public serv-
ants.

So when I think of Sue’s service to
Kentucky, two images come to mind.
The first is Sue winning over even the
most impassioned callers to my office,
whether the call started out friendly or
not. Sue will listen carefully, record
their concerns, and do all she can to
help. But then she also invariably will
end up discussing other favorite topics,
such as quilting. Sue is an avid volun-
teer at the National Quilt Museum in
Paducah. So when the conversation
wraps up, Sue will be smiling, and you
know the person who just hung up on
the other end is smiling too.

The second image comes from an
event called Fancy Farm, which is an
annual picnic in Graves County. It is
the crown jewel of Western Kentucky’s
heritage. Sue is one of the event’s most
enthusiastic attendees. She often trav-
els down early to peruse the area’s
many antique stores. She loves attend-
ing the church barbecue, taking in the
speeches, and cheering with the crowd.
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Any politician who steps up to that po-
dium is guaranteed to mnotice Sue
amidst the throng.

Sue’s day job has been public service
for more than three decades, but even
that hasn’t soaked up all of her love
and service for her community. She is
also an enthusiastic volunteer, a fre-
quent participant in Paducah’s ambas-
sador program, and one of the city’s
all-around biggest boosters.

If you sample a Paducah boat tour or
roll into town for a ribbon-cutting, it
might well be Sue Tharp welcoming
you to town, decked out in the ambas-
sador’s characteristic red jacket. Visit
the Quilt Museum, and it will be Sue
handing you a brochure. Vacation in
one of Western Kentucky’s beautiful
parks, and Sue Tharp will be waving to
you from the door of her RV.

Sue’s dedication to Western Ken-
tucky and its people is boundless. For
all these years, she understood that
while my staff report to me, all of us
report to the people of Kentucky. In
fact, at one point I believe Sue even
lived directly across the street from
our Paducah office.

So while Sue is departing our team, I
am positive she isn’t finished serving
Kentucky. This is just the next chap-
ter. More time to volunteer, more time
to be generous to her friends and her
neighbors, and more time with her hus-
band Dan and son Benjamin.

So, Sue, I couldn’t be more grateful.
Thank you for your decades of hard
work and for your lasting impact on
the Commonwealth.

TRIBUTE TO JANE LEE

Madam President, on one final mat-
ter, the pressing matters I discussed at
the beginning of my remarks suggest I
could not find a more appropriate time
to honor the sterling staff expert who
has advised me on budget issues and
appropriations for over 5 years. But, in
another sense, it pains me to say there
couldn’t be a worse time because the
occasion for this tribute is that Jane
Lee is soon taking leave of the Senate
and taking the next step in her career.

Jane arrived in my office with a big
job to do but the perfect skill set to do
it. She studied at a couple of schools
called Stanford and Columbia. She had
worked in the private sector, risen
through the ranks at OMB during the
Bush 43 administration, worked for a
House Budget chairman named Paul
Ryan, and held leading rolls with Sen-
ate Appropriations and Republican
Whip JOHN CORNYN.

Jane’s resume was impeccable, her
references unimpeachable. She was al-
ready a force of nature on Capitol Hill,
so my expectations, as you can imag-
ine, were high from the start. But for
about 5% years, day in and day out,
through a never-ending catalog of seri-
ous challenges, Jane kept raising the
bar higher and higher.

Jane’s colleagues throughout the
Senate admire her determination and
her dogged focus. She is methodical
and meticulous. She grasps both the
big political picture and the finest pol-
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icy details much more capably than
most people could hope to grasp either.

When you handle budget talks and
funding negotiations for a leadership
office, you are kind of a hybrid player-
coach to offices and committees all
across the Senate. Jane is a skilled
leader. She can get a diverse team driv-
ing toward a goal with warmth and
good humor but also tenacity and total
professionalism.

For countless major bipartisan and
bicameral compromise bills over the
past b years, Jane has been one of very
last staff experts on either side holding
the pen. She is a principled fighter, but
once negotiations concluded, everyone
on both sides trusted Jane to be an
honorable and honest broker. That
speaks volumes.

Earlier this week, one of Jane’s col-
leagues remarked simply, I don’t
think I've ever worked with someone
like Jane.” This turns out to be the
universal consensus of everyone. Her
knowledge and her instincts spill out-
side her portfolio and make everyone
look better. The high standards to
which she holds herself are infectious.

She marshals the knowledge and the
relationships that come with many
years of government service but also
inexhaustible earnestness, energy, and
enthusiasm for the fray.

So Jane is exactly the kind of person
you would hope to find in the govern-
ment, just the kind of worker a Senate
office is lucky to find, and just the sort
of public servant the country deserves.

I don’t think anyone would be ter-
ribly surprised if, one day, the Senate
finds itself refamiliarizing ourselves
with Jane’s qualifications in a formal
capacity.

I have to note that Jane would has-
ten to redirect all this praise toward
her parents Michael and Jean, as well
as her grandmother Hee Soon. She is a
proud daughter of first-generation
Americans and small business entre-
preneurs whose love of country and
commitment to hard work have shaped
their daughter’s life at every step.

At clutch moments, these qualities
have benefited not just me, not just
our conference, but our entire country.
Today, one such time especially stands
out in my memory.

It was a year and a half ago when
COVID thrust our country into a
health crisis and an economic crisis at
the very same time. During the bipar-
tisan scramble that built a historic
CARES Act, Jane, our Swiss Army
knife, wound up as my liaison to the
Small Business Committee. She poured
herself into helping Senators set up,
preserve, and protect the landmark
Paycheck Protection Program that
saved a huge, huge number of jobs and
countless small businesses exactly like
the ones she grew up watching her par-
ents manage.

But while Jane’s commitment to her
work has been peerless, her commit-
ment to her family is greater still. Her
beloved husband Tom and her son
Mitchell and her parents and grand-
mother need to see more of her than



September 30, 2021

her bottomless Senate portfolio has
often permitted. So while the whole in-
stitution will sorely miss her, we also
join her in celebrating the new adven-
tures to come.

To our incredibly competent budget
expert, our cherished colleague, and
one of the Senate’s most talented jazz
and rock-and-roll singers, we say not
just ‘“‘farewell” and ‘‘good luck” but
“bravo’ on a simply outstanding per-
formance.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

H.R. 5305

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
begin this morning with some good
news: Today, the Senate will pass a
continuing resolution that will elimi-
nate the possibility of a government
shutdown tonight. The CR we are vot-
ing on will keep the government funded
until December 3, provide funding to
help process and resettle Afghan refu-
gees, and finally deliver on critical dis-
aster aid for Americans battered by the
storms and wildfires this summer.

As part of today’s agreement, we will
hold a vote series starting at 10:30 this
morning on three amendments offered
by Senators COTTON, MARSHALL, and
BRAUN. We will hold a vote on final
passage soon thereafter, and I am con-
fident the House will approve this
measure later this afternoon and send
it to the President’s desk before fund-
ing runs out.

This is a good outcome, one I am
happy we are getting done. With so
many things to take care of here in
Washington, the last thing the Amer-
ican people need is for the government
to grind to a halt. But, of course, we
have more work to do. Just as our Re-
publican colleagues realize that a gov-
ernment shutdown would be cata-
strophic, they should realize that a de-
fault on the national debt would be
even worse. I will have more to say on
this later.

NOMINATIONS

Madam President, now on nomina-
tions, despite a week marked by Re-
publican obstruction, the Senate is
making great progress on our responsi-
bility to confirm President Biden’s
nominees to his administration.

Last week, a handful of Members
made a scene here on the Senate floor
in a doomed effort to stymie a number
of nominees critical to our national de-
fense. I am glad to say that, over the
course of the week, we have success-
fully confirmed these individuals de-
spite these theatrics from that handful
of Republicans Senators.

This Chamber will not allow anyone
to hijack the confirmation process to
score political points and to prevent
these nominations from being ap-
proved. It will not happen. We will
move forward. It will take a little more
time, but we will get it done.

Today, the Senate will keep going.
After passing the CR, we will turn to
the nomination of Rohit Chopra to
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serve as the Director of the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau. Mr.
Chopra is the right man to lead this
Agency tasked with protecting Ameri-
cans from predatory financial institu-
tions. He is a veteran of the CFPB from
the Obama years, where he specialized
in protecting students from unscrupu-
lous practices of student loan pro-
viders.

Under President Trump, who didn’t
give a hoot about the average person,
the CFPB spent more time protecting
the likes of payday lenders and for-
profit colleges than American con-
sumers. With Mr. Chopra’s confirma-
tion, the CFPB will return to fighting
on the side of the American worker in-
stead of big financial institutions. I
look forward to his confirmation
today.

After that, we will turn to the nomi-
nation of Tracy Stone-Manning to lead
the Bureau of Land Management. Few
Agencies are as important for pro-
tecting and promoting America’s pub-
lic lands. In the years to come, the
BLM will play an even greater stra-
tegic role in our government’s effort to
fight climate change.

Ms. Stone-Manning is a familiar face
here in the Senate. She served as a
staffer for Senator TESTER before mov-
ing to Montana to work for then-Gov-
ernor Bullock. As head of Montana’s
environmental agency, she earned the
reputation not only as a skilled policy-
maker but also as an honest broker,
one who commanded the respect of con-
servationists and ranchers alike.

Of course, you would never guess that
by listening to some of the histrionics
coming from the other side. Unable to
disqualify Ms. Stone-Manning on the
merits, which is so obvious to just
about anyone who studies it, some of
our Republican colleagues have used
her nomination to launch cheap, out-
of-context attacks. Thankfully, no one
is taking these attacks seriously.

Because of her exceptional qualifica-
tions, Tracy Stone-Manning has broad
support of the Democratic caucus to
lead the BLM, and I expect her nomina-
tion to be approved later today.

Finally, I am also pleased that today
President Biden is announcing the
nomination of another outstanding
judge from my home State: Dale Ho to
serve as district judge for the Southern
District of New York.

Like so many of President Biden’s ju-
dicial nominees, Mr. Ho is a prominent
civil rights lawyer and voting rights
expert. A graduate of Yale and Prince-
ton, a veteran of the NAACP and the
ACLU, Mr. Ho would bring an impres-
sive resume to the judiciary. I am
thrilled that President Biden has taken
my advice to nominate Mr. Ho, and I
look forward to working on his con-
firmation.

In a more general note on this issue,
I am proud that the Senate is not only
increasing the demographic diversity
on the bench—more women, more peo-
ple of color, and more individuals from
immigrant families—but also its occu-
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pational diversity as well—voting
rights experts, civil rights lawyers,
public defenders, and more. This is how
we work to strengthen not only diver-
sity in our judiciary but the trust that
it represent all Americans.

DEBT LIMIT

Madam President, finally, on the
debt limit, just as our Republican col-
leagues realized a government shut-
down would be catastrophic, they
should realize that a default on the na-
tional debt would be even worse.

Throughout American history, the
Federal Government has consistently
paid its debt on time. The unbroken
promise is what made the TUnited
States the leading economy in the
world for so long, benefiting countless
millions of families. So when we talk
about extending the debt limit, that is
what is at stake.

All week long, Senate Democrats pre-
sented our Republican colleagues with
reasonable proposals to prevent a de-
fault from happening. We offered to
hold a simple majority vote so Demo-
crats could fix the debt ceiling our-
selves. They rejected that offer.

We are not even asking Republicans
to vote yes, even though we know they
should, but, instead, just to get out of
the way; just get out of the way, and
let us keep the faith and credit in
America’s finances intact. Unfortu-
nately, Republicans spent the week so-
lidifying themselves as the party of de-
fault; the party that says America
doesn’t pay its bills; the party that
would send our economy into unknown
and dangerous territory.

On Monday, Republicans unani-
mously blocked a measure that would
have funded the government and raised
the debt ceiling.

On Tuesday, the Republican leader
blocked the proposal to raise the debt
ceiling with only Democratic votes—
exactly what Republicans insisted they
wanted from the start.

By Wednesday, it was clear that Re-
publicans were committed not only to
voting in favor of default but even pre-
venting Democrats from solving this
risk crisis on our own.

Every day that Republicans continue
their cynical obstruction, they risk
causing irreparable harm to the econ-
omy. The last time Republicans played
games with the full faith and credit of
the United States, our sovereign debt
was downgraded. This time around, the
consequences for American families
could be far worse.

Despite Republicans’ intransigence,
the facts have not changed. We must
raise the debt ceiling. We cannot allow
America to default.

Yesterday, the House approved legis-
lation providing for a clean debt limit
extension until the end of 2022. At the
appropriate time, I will move to pro-
ceed to its consideration, which could
come as early as next week.

By now, we are not asking Repub-
licans to vote with us to solve the debt
limit crisis they have created. If they
want to oppose this measure and bring
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us closer to financial disaster, they can
write their names in the history books
as the Senators who let the country de-
fault for the first time ever. But Re-
publicans need to get out of the way so
Senate Democrats can address the
issue quickly and without needlessly
endangering the stability of our econ-
omy.

We cannot afford the risk of a drawn-
out, unpredictable process sought by
the minority, which could very well ac-
tually cause a default, no. The way to
resolve this crisis is much more simple.
Either Republicans snap out of their
insane position and work with Demo-
crats or they get out of the way while
we solve the problem ourselves.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the previously scheduled
votes begin at 11:06 a.m. and that all
provisions of the previous order remain
in effect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

H.R. 5305

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, we
will have before us a substitute amend-
ment identical to H.R. 5305, which we
will be voting on today. H.R. 5305 is the
House-passed continuing resolution,
except that the provision raising the
debt ceiling has been removed because
Republicans continue to block raising
the debt ceiling.

But the stop-gap measure really
keeps the government funded through
December 3. It provides $28 billion to
help States that have been ravaged by
hurricanes and wildfires. It provides
critical assistance to Afghan refugees
who fled the Taliban in the wake of the
U.S. withdrawal from Afghanistan.
Many of those refugees have worked
with American forces and helped us. So
I urge all members to vote for it.

But I agree with the majority leader
that it is shameful we can’t reach an
agreement today to raise the debt ceil-
ing and protect the full faith and credit
of the United States. If Republicans
don’t want to vote to protect the full
faith and credit of the United States, if
the Republicans don’t want to vote for
the money that pays for the programs
that they had supported under Donald
Trump, well, then, stand out of the way
and Democrats can raise the debt ceil-
ing.

Over and over, the last few days, we
heard from Members on the other side
of the aisle speak about the importance
of passing a continuing resolution that
contained disaster relief to help hurri-
cane-ravaged States, like Louisiana
and Texas. They are pleading for help.
Well, we are about to pass a CR that
provides that help.

I have always taken the position that
if there is a disaster in any State, that
we should all come together to provide
assistance because we are the United
States of America; it is not just one
State. Whether it is my State of
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Vermont or Texas or any other State,
we can provide the assistance.

But they may go home and say: Hey,
we voted to get money, disaster relief
for our hurricane-ravaged States.

Somebody is going to say: Well, wait
a minute, where does the money come
from to help recover and build if the
U.S. Treasury is literally out of
money?

In other words, they have a position
where they can vote for something that
would be popular back home, and it is
kind of like ‘‘the check is in the mail.”
We are not going to give you any
money for it, but, boy, we are going to
speak about how important it is to
help.

Many Senators here today want to
provide a billion dollars to fund Israel’s
so-called Iron Dome, even though
Israel has not spent the money we have
already given them. Well, we will pass
a bill to do just that. But if there is no
money in the U.S. Treasury to pay the
bills, it is nothing but an empty prom-
ise to one of our closest allies. We are
voting on a blank check.

According to the Treasury Depart-
ment, we are going to reach the debt
ceiling in 18 days. Now, I say that be-
cause we ought to know what we are
not voting on. What we are not voting
on—as the majority leader pointed out,
we are not voting on the debt ceiling.

We could say: Oh, we are helping hur-
ricane-ravaged areas; oh, we are mak-
ing others happy with things we vote
for, but we are not voting for the
money.

If we don’t raise the debt ceiling,
once that happens, we run out of
money to pay our men and women in
uniform. We all support our men and
women in uniform. We are just not
going to put in the money to pay them.
We can’t send out Social Security
checks. Find a Senator in this place
that would say they are against Social
Security. But to put the money in for
it, they are not ready to do that. Just
saying: Oh, we all support our veterans.
Of course, we do. We are just not going
to put the money in to support them.

For the first time in history, the U.S.
will default on its debt. The economy
will take such a hit that it will take
years to recover. Millions of people will
be out of work. Bills will not be paid.
Watch the stock market go down faster
than we have ever seen and millions of
Americans’ lifetime savings will be at
risk. Oh, we are for all of those—we
just—you are on your own.

Now, the Republican Party is playing
political games with U.S. economy and
with people’s livelihoods, and it is
shameful. Senator MCCONNELL said he
would not provide a single Republican
vote to raise the debt ceiling. It is in-
teresting because most of this debt was
incurred under a Republican President
and a Republican-controlled Senate.

But as irresponsible as it is for the
Republican leader to say we won’t vote
to pay for the debt that we incur, we,
on the Democratic side, are prepared to
show what leadership looks like and do
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it all on our own. We are willing to
pass this with Democratic votes.

But the Republicans continue to fili-
buster. If we don’t resolve the debt
issue in the coming days, make no mis-
take where the blame lies: squarely at
the feet of the Senate Republicans.

When we go back and say all these
wonderful things we have done for you
in the continuing resolution, but we
are not going to pay for it—we need to
pass the CR today, of course, to avert a
government shutdown tomorrow. A
government shutdown, as we Kknow
from those in the last administration,
wastes billions, accomplishes nothing.
But it is also essential not only to pass
the continuing resolution, but to unite
and pass the debt limit extension, or
there is not going to be money in the
Treasury—no money to pay for the
funding of this bill for American fami-
lies, for the elderly, for our troops.

Now, prior to the final passage, we
will have a series of three amendment
votes. With only 13 hours for the gov-
ernment set to shut down—13 hours
and a few minutes—any one of these
amendments could peril the continuing
resolution. They are controversial.
They could complicate House passage.
So I would urge a ‘‘no” vote on all
three amendments and an ‘“‘aye’ vote
for final passage.

Any one of those things in those
three amendments, bring them up as
legislation somewhere else, but don’t
shut down the government because you
didn’t get your political amendments.

AMENDMENT NO. 3830

(Purpose: In the nature of a sub-
stitute.)

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I call
up amendment No. 3830.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment by
number.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. LEAHY]
proposes an amendment numbered 3830.

(The amendment is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’)
AMENDMENT NOS. 3833, 3831, AND 3832 TO
AMENDMENT NO. 3830

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent to call up all re-
maining amendments, in order, with
respect to H.R. 3505 en bloc, and ask
that they be reported by number.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report the amend-
ments by number en bloc.

AMENDMENT NO. 3833 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3830

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. LEAHY],
for Mr. COTTON and others, proposes an
amendment numbered 3833 to amendment
No. 3830.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To modify the immigration bene-

fits for which certain Afghan nationals are

eligible)

Beginning on page 80, strike line 6 and all
that follows through page 83, line 4, and in-
sert the following:
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SEC. 2502. (a) IN GENERAL.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, a citizen
or national of Afghanistan (or a person with
no nationality who last habitually resided in
Afghanistan) shall be eligible for the benefits
described in subsections (b) and (¢) if—

(1) such individual completed security and
law enforcement background checks to the
satisfaction of the Secretary of Homeland
Security and was subsequently—

(A) paroled into the United States between
July 31, 2021, and September 30, 2022; or

(B) paroled into the United States after
September 30, 2022, and—

(i) is the spouse or child (as defined in sec-
tion 101(b) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(b))) of an individual
described in subparagraph (A); or

(ii) is the parent or legal guardian of an in-
dividual described in subparagraph (A) who
is determined to be an unaccompanied child
(as defined in section 462(g)(2) of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(2)(2)));
and

(2) such individual’s parole has not been
terminated by the Secretary of Homeland
Security.

(b) BENEFITS.—An individual described in
subsection (a) shall be eligible for—

(1) resettlement assistance, entitlement
programs, and other benefits available to
refugees admitted under section 207 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1157) until March 31, 2023; and

(2) services described in section 412(d)(2) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1522(d)(2)), subject to subparagraph (B)
of such section, if such individual is an unac-
companied alien (as defined in section
462(g)(2) of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(2)(2))).

(¢) EXPEDITIOUS ADJUDICATION OF ASYLUM
APPLICATIONS.—With respect to an applica-
tion for asylum under section 208 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1158)
filed by an individual described in subsection
(a)—

(1) the initial interview on the asylum ap-
plication shall occur not later than 15 days
after the date on which such application is
filed; and

(2) in the absence of exceptional -cir-
cumstances, final administrative adjudica-
tion of the asylum application, not including
administrative appeal, shall be completed
not later than 150 days after the date on
which such application is filed.

(d) CLARIFICATION.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, nothing in this Act
may be interpreted—

(1) to preclude an individual described in
subsection (a) from applying for or receiving
any immigration benefit to which such indi-
vidual is otherwise entitled;

(2) to entitle a person described in sub-
section (a) to adjustment of status to lawful
permanent resident; or

(3) preclude a person described in sub-
section (a) from applying for a driver’s li-
cense or identification card for which such
person is eligible under State law.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, and
every 3 months thereafter, the Secretary of
Homeland Security, in consultation with the
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of
State, shall submit a report to Congress de-
tailing—

(1) the number of individuals described in
subsection (a);

(2) the number of individuals receiving
benefits under subsection (b), including
those who are eligible for benefits as refu-
gees; and

(3) any other information that the Sec-
retary considers relevant.

(f) EMERGENCY REQUIREMENT.—Each
amount provided by this section is des-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

ignated by Congress as being for an emer-
gency requirement pursuant to subsections
(a)(1) and (b) of section 4001 of S. Con. Res. 14
(117th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2022.

AMENDMENT NO. 3831 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3830

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. LEAHY],
for Mr. MARSHALL, and others, proposes an
amendment numbered 3831 to amendment
No. 3830.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To prohibit the use of Federal

funds for implementing or enforcing

COVID-19 vaccine mandates)

At the appropriate place in title I of divi-
sion D, insert the following:

SEC. PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR
COVID-19 VACCINE MANDATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available under
this Act may be obligated or expended to im-
plement or enforce a COVID-19 vaccine man-
date, including the promulgation of any rule
or regulation with respect to such a mandate
or the enforcement of such a rule or regula-
tion.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COVID-19 VACCINE MANDATE.—The term
“COVID-19 vaccine mandate’ means—

(A) any requirement that a person (other
than a Federal employee or an individual
performing work on or in connection with a
contract with the Federal Government) re-
ceive a COVID-19 vaccine, including a re-
quirement that such a person either receive
such a vaccine or be subject to COVID-19
testing; or

(B) any requirement that an employer re-
quire an employee or independent contractor
to receive a COVID-19 vaccine, including by
requiring such employee or independent con-
tractor to either receive such vaccine or be
subject to COVID-19 testing.

(2) EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘employer”
means a person engaged in a business affect-
ing commerce who has employees or inde-
pendent contractors. Such term includes a
State or political subdivision of a State but
does not include the United States.

AMENDMENT NO. 3832 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3830

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. LEAHY],
for Mr. BRAUN and others, proposes an
amendment numbered 3832 to amendment
No. 3830.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To provide that Members of Con-

gress may not receive pay after October 1

of any fiscal year in which Congress has

not approved a concurrent resolution on
the budget and passed the regular appro-
priations bills)

At the end, add the following:

DIVISION E—NO BUDGET, NO PAY
SEC. 4101. SHORT TITLE.

This division may be cited as the
Budget, No Pay Act’.

SEC. 4102. DEFINITION.

In this division, the term ‘‘Member of Con-
gress’—

(1) has the meaning given under section
2106 of title 5, United States Code; and

(2) does not include the Vice President.
SEC. 4103. TIMELY APPROVAL OF CONCURRENT

RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET AND
THE APPROPRIATIONS BILLS.

If both Houses of Congress have not ap-

proved a concurrent resolution on the budget

“No
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as described under section 301 of the Congres-

sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act

of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 632) for a fiscal year before

October 1 of that fiscal year and have not

passed all the regular appropriations bills for

the next fiscal year before October 1 of that
fiscal year, the pay of each Member of Con-
gress may not be paid for each day following
that October 1 until the date on which both

Houses of Congress approve a concurrent res-

olution on the budget for that fiscal year and

all the regular appropriations bills.

SEC. 4104. NO PAY WITHOUT CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTION ON THE BUDGET AND THE
APPROPRIATIONS BILLS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, no funds may be ap-
propriated or otherwise be made available
from the United States Treasury for the pay
of any Member of Congress during any period
determined by the Chairpersons of the Com-
mittee on the Budget and the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate or the Chair-
persons of the Committee on the Budget and
the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives under section 4105.

(b) NO RETROACTIVE PAY.—A Member of
Congress may not receive pay for any period
determined by the Chairpersons of the Com-
mittee on the Budget and the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate or the Chair-
persons of the Committee on the Budget and
the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives under section 4105,
at any time after the end of that period.

SEC. 4105. DETERMINATIONS.

(a) SENATE.—

(1) REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATIONS.—On Octo-
ber 1 of each year, the Secretary of the Sen-
ate shall submit a request to the Chair-
persons of the Committee on the Budget and
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate for certification of determinations made
under subparagraphs (A) and (B) of para-
graph (2).

(2) DETERMINATIONS.—The Chairpersons of
the Committee on the Budget and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate
shall—

(A) on October 1 of each year, make a de-
termination of whether Congress is in com-
pliance with section 4103 and whether Sen-
ators may not be paid under that section;

(B) determine the period of days following
each October 1 that Senators may not be
paid under section 4103; and

(C) provide timely certification of the de-
terminations under subparagraphs (A) and
(B) upon the request of the Secretary of the
Senate.

(b) HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.—

(1) REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATIONS.—On Octo-
ber 1 of each year, the Chief Administrative
Officer of the House of Representatives shall
submit a request to the Chairpersons of the
Committee on the Budget and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives for certification of deter-
minations made under subparagraphs (A) and
(B) of paragraph (2).

(2) DETERMINATIONS.—The Chairpersons of
the Committee on the Budget and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives shall—

(A) on October 1 of each year, make a de-
termination of whether Congress is in com-
pliance with section 4103 and whether Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives may not
be paid under that section;

(B) determine the period of days following
each October 1 that Members of the House of
Representatives may not be paid under sec-
tion 4103; and

(C) provide timely certification of the de-
terminations under subparagraphs (A) and
(B) upon the request of the Chief Administra-
tive Officer of the House of Representatives.
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SEC. 4106. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This division shall take effect on Sep-
tember 29, 2023.

Mr. LEAHY. We obviously have these
amendments, so we will have them in
order to be voted on. I call them up to
have them all before us.

I can assure you that the three
amendments that I have referred to, I
will strongly oppose them because,
were they to pass, we would not be able
to get the continuing resolution done,
the government will be closed, billions
of dollars goes out the window, and we
would not have done our job.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

BORDER SECURITY

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I
came down to the floor to talk about
President Biden’s mishandling of Af-
ghanistan.

Today, I want to talk about another
situation the administration has mis-
handled and perhaps, more accurately,
failed to handle; and that is the crisis
at the southern border.

I say ‘‘failed to handle’ because, by
and large, the Biden administration
has completely failed to take any
meaningful action in response to this
crisis. Sure, they occasionally made
half-hearted stabs at the problem—usu-
ally when the media starts noticing
things like thousands of migrants and
their children residing in a squalid ref-
ugee camp under a bridge in Del Rio,
TX. Mostly, they seem content to ig-
nore it.

More than 6 months into this crisis,
there are no signs the President plans
to travel to the border to get a look at
the problem firsthand. In fact, it is not
clear whether President Biden has ever
visited the border at any point during
his political career.

The President seems to have adopted
an ‘‘if I pretend the problem doesn’t
exist, it will go away’ attitude. It is
kind of like earlier this year, when
Biden administration officials refused
to call the situation a crisis, despite
overwhelming evidence border influx
has reached crisis proportions. It is
like they believed that if they didn’t
use the word, they could somehow
avoid the reality.

Unfortunately for the administra-
tion, there is no way to avoid the fact
we are facing a border crisis.

Last month, the U.S. Customs and
Border Protection encountered 208,887
people attempting to cross our south-
ern border illegally, a 318-percent in-
crease from August of 2020.

Madam President, let me repeat that.
In August, Customs and Border Protec-
tion encountered 208,887 people at-
tempting to cross our southern border,
a 318-percent increase from prior Au-
gust.
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For context, that number is bigger
than the population of Sioux Falls, SD,
the largest city in my home State—in
a single month—in a single month.

At this point, the situation at the
border is beyond a crisis. It is com-
pletely out of control. The situation
will soon deteriorate further with one
outlet reporting yesterday that tens of
thousands additional Haitian migrants
are set to head to our southern border.

Illegal immigration across the south-
ern border tends to slow down during
the heat of the summer. Not under the
Biden administration. Under the Biden
administration, the numbers this sum-
mer just got worse. Encounters along
the southern border in July were up 420
percent from July of 2020—420 percent.

Of course, these numbers only reflect
individuals Customs and Border Pro-
tection has been able to apprehend.
There are, undoubtedly, individuals
who are successfully evading apprehen-
sion and illegally taking up residence
in our country.

Then there are the individuals being
detained and released into the country
with orders to appear at an immigra-
tion court. This so-called catch-and-re-
lease approach is notorious because the
individuals released into the country
often never show up to immigration
courts as directed. In spite of this, the
administration is using this strategy
and is apparently employing it to deal
with the surge of migrants from Haiti.
Despite having committed to deporting
these individuals, the administration is
releasing thousands of Haitian immi-
grants into the United States.

The situation at the border is a cri-
sis. It is a security crisis, it is a logis-
tics crisis, and it is a humanitarian cri-
sis. Attempting to cross the border ille-
gally is a dangerous enterprise. Mi-
grants face the risk of death, injury,
heat exhaustion, and disease, to say
nothing of the risk of exploitation from
smugglers and traffickers, who are
profiting to the tune of hundreds of
millions of dollars by conveying people
across the border illegally.

By failing to stem the flow of illegal
immigration, the President is perpet-
uating this humanitarian disaster, and
Democrats in Congress are helping
him. My colleagues across the aisle
have been trying to add amnesty for il-
legal immigrants into the tax-and-
spending spree that they are consid-
ering. That is a policy that is pretty
much guaranteed to further encourage
individuals to make the dangerous and
illegal journey across our southern bor-
der.

Most people are familiar with the ex-
pression ‘‘fiddling while Rome burns.”
It is an expression I am forcibly re-
minded of when I consider the actions
of my Democratic colleagues and the
Biden administration on the crisis at
the border. Our country is, as I have
discussed, facing a massive security
and humanitarian crisis at our south-
ern border.

On top of that, we just completed a
disastrous Afghanistan withdrawal
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that has put our country at greater
risk from terrorists, damaged our
standing among our allies, and con-
demned the Afghan people to Taliban
tyranny.

Meanwhile, on the economic front,
we are facing a serious inflation prob-
lem, and it doesn’t look like it is going
to go away anytime soon. Americans
are seeing their purchasing power
shrink as they face higher prices on ev-
erything from groceries to gas. The
Democratic response? Essentially
sticking their fingers in their ears and
humming or checking their watches to
see if the unpleasantness is over yet.

If you were just going by the Demo-
crats’ legislative priorities, you would
be forgiven for thinking that none of
these problems I have discussed even
exist. Rather than addressing our bor-
der crisis or our inflation problem,
Democrats are, right now, attempting
to tee up a massive—massive—reckless
tax-and-spending spree to vastly ex-
pand the reach of government into
Americans’ lives. Our border is in cri-
sis, our country is at risk, American
families are struggling with inflation,
and the Democrats’ top priority is ad-
vancing socialism.

Not only does their bill fail to ad-
dress any of the major challenges I
have outlined, it is pretty much guar-
anteed to make them worse. Dumping
trillions of additional government dol-
lars into an economy already strug-
gling with inflation is pretty much
guaranteed to send our already high in-
flation rate even higher.

As I mentioned, the Democrats are
frantically working to circumvent Sen-
ate rules and insert some type of am-
nesty into their spending bill, which
will only aggravate the crisis at the
border. Although, at this point, I am
wondering if Democrats will even be
able to pass their tax-and-spending
spree. The Democratic Party is in dis-
array, and the story changes so often, I
think reporters are starting to get
whiplash. I certainly am.

One minute, the Democratic leaders
are united; the next minute, the Senate
leader doesn’t know what the Speaker
is doing. One minute, the House is
going to consider the tax-and-spending
spree and the infrastructure bill to-
gether; the next, it is going to consider
them separately. Democratic leaders
announce an agreement on a frame-
work for their tax-and-spending spree;
their rank-and-file Members report
they have never seen it. Their spending
spree is going to cost $3.5 trillion. No.
Wait. It is going to cost zero.

Democratic progressives and Demo-
cratic moderates are at each other’s
throats. The House Speaker is chewing
out centrist Democrats, and Democrats
can’t agree on a host of issues from
Iron Dome funding, to prescription
drug measures, to infrastructure. The
Democratic Party is unraveling fast,
and it is deeply unfortunate that
Democrats can’t seem to rise to the
challenges of governance.

President Biden’s administration was
supposedly going to usher in a new era
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of domestic tranquility and inter-
national respect. The professionals, we
were told, were back in charge. Well,
instead, it looks like Democrats and
the President are going to leave our
country a lot worse off than they found
it, burdened by tax hikes and govern-
ment spending—that is, if they can
ever manage to agree on a bill—in
greater danger from terrorism, and
with a never-ending crisis at our south-
ern border.

If Democrats don’t change their focus
and get their act together, a weakened
country is likely to be their legacy.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

BUDGET RECONCILIATION

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, yes-
terday afternoon, the Senate Parlia-
mentarian ruled that long overdue im-
migration reform could not be included
in the budget reconciliation process. I
respect the Parliamentarian very
much, but I respectfully disagree. The
pathway to citizenship has a substan-
tial and direct budgetary impact,
which makes it appropriate to be in-
cluded in a reconciliation bill.

The last measure which we put before
the Parliamentarian literally was a
date change. That was the sum and
substance of the amendment—a date
change that had a budgetary impact in
it. We were not creating new categories
of immigration. We were not creating
any new laws other than the date
change.

I want to say to all of the Dreamers
and immigrants and all of the mixed-
status families who are desperately fol-
lowing the situation: We are not giving
up, and you shouldn’t give up either.
America needs you, and I will keep my
promise to keep working on this as
long as it is my honor to serve in the
Senate.

H.R. 5305

Madam President, on another mat-
ter, I can remember when ‘‘certainty’’
was the Republican refrain on tax cuts
and the economy. They used to say
businesses and families need certainty.
That is what the Republicans used to
say when they wanted to pass more tax
cuts for wealthy people. American
businesses couldn’t invest or hire new
workers and American families
couldn’t plan for their futures without
certainty. We heard that repeatedly on
the Republican side of the aisle.

Now it is a radically different mes-
sage. Instead of preaching the gospel of
certainty, as they used to, Senator
McCoNNELL and today’s Republicans
are threatening to deliberately, cyni-
cally, recklessly push America toward
an economic cataclysm. We are less
than 3 weeks away from a default on
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our national debt—that has never hap-
pened in history, a default on our
debt—and 14 hours away from a govern-
ment shutdown.

Later today, the Senate is expected
to vote on a clean continuing resolu-
tion. If it passes, we can keep the Fed-
eral Government functioning until De-
cember 3, and we obviously should do
that in the midst of a pandemic and
with all of the things that are threat-
ening America. We expect that the CR
will also include emergency funding, as
it should, to assist with the recovery
from Hurricane Ida in Louisiana and
the gulf coast, and with the wildfires in
the Western States and to help Af-
ghans, who aided us in the longest war
in history, to resettle in America.

Even the threat of a government
shutdown costs taxpayers money. It
damages the economy, and it under-
mines confidence in America’s future.

If reason and responsibility prevail,
the continuing resolution will pass,
and the threat of a government shut-
down will be off the table for now, but
that CR will do nothing to resolve the
far greater threat to our economy—the
looming potential default on the na-
tional debt.

The Democratic leader of the Senate,
CHUCK SCHUMER of New York, came to
the floor the day before yesterday, I be-
lieve it was, and said to the Republican
leader: If you don’t want to cast any
Republican votes to establish and rec-
ognize the debt ceiling, the Democrats
will vote for it. Step out of the way.
Let us take the responsibility for doing
the right thing.

Senator MCCONNELL objected. He
wants it to happen, he wants the threat
to be there, but it creates the uncer-
tainty which they used to decry in
their Republican leadership days. This
is a manufactured crisis ginned up by
Republicans to score political points.

The harm to the U.S. and global
economies would be cataclysmic. Here
in the United States, respected econo-
mists warn us that the results would
trigger a painful recession—the oppo-
site of what we need at this moment in
history—the loss of more than 6 mil-
lion American jobs—how can that be
good for the Nation?—and 9 percent un-
employment.

We would likely see a broad selloff in
the markets, which would take a big
bite out of Americans’ retirement sav-
ings. Interest rates could spike. Not
only does that affect American con-
sumers and businesses, but it affects
our government. We will be paying a
higher interest rate. So taxes won’t be
spent on highways; they will be given
to banks and companies and countries
that are buying our debt. For working
families, higher interest rates would
mean bigger monthly payments on
their mortgages, car loans, credit
cards. For the Federal Government,
higher interest rates would result in
larger deficits and even a larger na-
tional debt.

Think about that. Republicans are
threatening to default on America’s
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national debt because, they say, they
are worried about deficits and debt,
and defaulting on the national debt
will make both worse.

Because we have never been through
a default, it is hard to know exactly
which payments the government will
have to stop immediately and which
payments might continue for a while. I
don’t want to sow seeds of fear across
America, or panic, but we have got to
be honest and realistic. If we don’t es-
tablish and recognize the national debt
of this country, it will be the first time
in history.

Some of the payments that are at
risk in my State of Illinois and my
nearby State of Kentucky are obvious.
More than 1.3 million families in Illi-
nois and more than 500,000 families in
Kentucky could see their child tax
credits delayed. Nearly 600,000 veterans
in Illinois and nearly 300,000 veterans
in Kentucky could see their benefits
delayed. That includes disability pay-
ments, VA pensions, education bene-
fits, loan guarantees, and other bene-
fits that veterans have earned with
their service and sacrifice. Seniors
would be hurt. Almost 2.8 million sen-
iors in Illinois and more than a million
in Kentucky would see their Social Se-
curity checks threatened.

Defaulting on our national debt could
trigger a global financial crisis. It
would squander one of our Nation’s
most valuable economic assets as trust
by investors that America pays its bills
and keeps its word would be at risk.
The U.S. dollar could lose its valuable
place as the world’s primary currency.
That would be a gift to our competitors
in China.

American families and businesses are
still struggling from financial devasta-
tion caused by the coronavirus. The
crisis threatening America today is
being manufactured right here in the
Senate by politicians who believe,
cynically, that it will help them politi-
cally to default on America’s debt.
Haven’t the institutions of this great
Nation suffered enough?

Ten months ago, an angry man, en-
raged over losing an election, sum-
moned a mob to attack this Capitol
Building on January 6 and tried to
overturn the Presidential election.

And now that former President’s
party is refusing to do its part to avoid
a default on our national debt.

Let’s be clear about why Congress
needs to address the debt limit. Ad-
dressing this debt limit allows Con-
gress to continue to borrow money to
pay for expenses that have already
been incurred.

This measure that we are talking
about, the acknowledgement of our
debt ceiling, is to pay the debts of the
Trump administration. The national
debt of America increased by 36 percent
under President Trump in one 4-year
period. We are taking recognition of
the fact that that money was spent and
has to be paid for.

Ninety-seven percent of the total
Federal debt occurred before Joe Biden
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became President. This is debt that
was built up under Presidents and con-
gressional majorities in both parties.
As I said, $8 billion—nearly a third of
the entire debt—was added under Don-
ald Trump, with the support of the
same Republican Senators who will not
acknowledge that that is now part of
our responsibility.

Now Senator MCCONNELL and his Re-
publican colleagues are playing a
verbal shell game, claiming falsely
that we need to address the debt limit
to pay for future spending. That is not
true, and they know it.

If this Congress had not spent a
penny since Joe Biden took office, we
would still have to deal with the debt
limit to pay for the Trump bills he left
behind.

Democrats have offered proposals
twice this week. On Monday, Senator
SCHUMER offered a proposal that dealt
with the debt limit. It included a CR to
avoid a government shutdown and pro-
vided emergency aid which is needed
for the victims of Hurricane Ida,
wildfires, and resettlement of Afghan
refugees. The Republicans used the fili-
buster to stop it.

On Tuesday, Leader SCHUMER offered
a proposal to allow the Senate to ad-
dress the debt limit with just a major-
ity vote. Senator MCCONNELL objected.

Not only are Republicans refusing to
help pay the debt incurred under Presi-
dents of both parties, they are making
it as difficult as possible for Democrats
to address the debt limit in a respon-
sible way.

Defaulting on this debt would be the
ultimate dine-and-dash. It would be a
grave, self-inflicted wound that would
harm innocent Americans for decades.

Our Republican colleagues used to
preach the gospel of economic cer-
tainty. The only thing certain about
defaulting on our national debt is that
it would be ruinous to our economy,
and it is a responsibility both parties
should want to avoid.

I yield the floor.

AMENDMENT NO. 3833

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BOOKER). Under the previous order,
there will now be 2 minutes of debate,
equally divided, prior to a vote in rela-
tion to the Cotton amendment, No.
3833.

The Senator from Ohio.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I rise
in support of this amendment. I think
it is important that we pass it, and I
hope my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle support it.

As we all know, as a result of the
rushed and chaotic evacuation from Af-
ghanistan, people were left behind, in-
cluding some American citizens and a
lot of Afghans who had helped us.

But because of the chaos, we also
evacuated many Afghans who have no
record of assisting us or our allies. In
fact, we were told by the administra-
tion that the majority of the evacuees
in the United States, called parolees,
are neither U.S. citizens, green card
holders, or SIV applicants who had
helped us.
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This is a commonsense amendment
to simply make sure those parolees are
properly vetted like any other group of
parolees or refugees would be. Part of
that vetting, of course, comes from in-
dividuals applying for what is known
as the REAL ID, a system designed to
make identity documents more con-
sistent and secure.

Remember, the REAL ID law came
out of the 9/11 Commission. It was a
key recommendation of that Commis-
sion. We supported it here.

Our amendment does not stop Afghan
parolees from getting driver’s licenses
or qualifying for REAL ID cards after
appropriate screening. It simply re-
quires the Afghan parolees to follow
the same processes that other parolees
must follow in order to be eligible.

Unfortunately, the CR before us
makes an exception to that normal,
commonsense security process.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio’s time has expired.

The Senator from New Hampshire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I
think the Senator from Ohio is mis-
taken. In fact, this would—the Afghan
refugees who are coming here are going
to be properly vetted.

In a September 2 letter led by Sen-
ator COTTON, he said that “‘[o]Jur imme-
diate priority is the safety and well-
being of American citizens, permanent
residents, and allies who were left be-
hind in Afghanistan.”

But it seems that that concern for
our allies only extends so far for Sen-
ator COTTON and this amendment. As
our Afghan allies are being brought
into the TUnited States on humani-
tarian parole, he wants to limit their
ability to settle into a new life.

We need to vote no on this amend-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the Cot-
ton Amendment short changes critical
assistance provided to Afghan parolees
that is included in the underlying bill
and it should be defeated.

It shortens the length of time that
we provide refugee assistance to thou-
sands of Afghan men and women who
fled to the U.S. to escape the wrath of
the Taliban—financial assistance, med-
ical care, emergency housing, mental
health care, job placement services,
the things that they desperately need
to begin their new lives in the U.S. For
some, this would mean benefits for
only a matter of months, and then they
are on their own. This is not nearly
sufficient for them to get on their feet
in a new country. Especially when
many of them came here with nothing.

Many of these men and women were
critical U.S. partners during the war in
Afghanistan, putting their lives at risk
along with our men and women in uni-
form. We cannot turn our backs on
them now.

The amendment also limits their
ability to apply for a driver’s license. A
driver’s license is vital to successful in-
tegration in this country—to securing
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a job, to getting an education, to start-
ing a small business. This is especially
true outside of urban areas and with-
out public transit, where many are
likely to resettle.

This should not even be a debate. I
urge a no vote on the Cotton Amend-
ment.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3833

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
has expired. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment, No. 3833.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 394 Leg.]

YEAS—50
Barrasso Graham Portman
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rounds
Braun Hoeven ‘ Rubio
Bur? Hyde-Smith Sasse
Cassid Johnson Seott (P
y
Collins Kennedy 2;31011:; (80)
Cornyn Lankford e . v
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Thu'ne
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Toomey
Daines Moran Tlllbervﬂle
Ernst Murkowski Wicker
Fischer Paul Young
NAYS—50

Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantyvell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardm Eeahy Sinema

arper ujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas
are 50, the nays are 50. The amendment
is not agreed to.

The amendment (No. 3833) was re-
jected.

AMENDMENT NO. 3831

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will now be 2
minutes of debate equally divided prior
to a vote in relation to the Marshall
amendment No. 3831.

The Senator from Kansas.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I
rise in support of our amendment to
prohibit funds in this legislation to be
used to promulgate, fund, or enforce
President Biden’s unconstitutional
vaccine mandate on private employers.

As a physician, I am confident the
vaccine has saved lives. My wife and I
got the vaccine. My parents got the
vaccine, and they are waiting to get
their boosters. But whether to receive
it is a personal choice between individ-
uals and their doctor, not mandated



September 30, 2021

via unconstitutional Executive actions
that the administration recently ac-
knowledged they didn’t have authority
to put in place.

No precedent exists in American his-
tory for punishing private employers
that don’t enforce government vaccina-
tion edicts. Astonishingly, House
Democrats included fines of up to
$700,000 on businesses that have
unvaccinated employees as a way to
pay for their out-of-control spending.

Make no mistake. This vaccine man-
date is not about public health or
science. If it were, we would recognize
natural immunity as a highly effective
way to combat the virus.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, families
across the country are frustrated, and
so am 1.

People are doing everything they can
to end this pandemic, only to see some
Republicans trying to prolong it with
bills like this.

We are fighting a highly contagious
virus. It has killed over 685,000 people
in our country.

And that that number is only going
to keep going up if people don’t get
vaccinated, and variants like Delta
will continue to spread, undermine our
economy, and take lives.

We need to end this pandemic, and
getting people vaccinated is one of the
most important things we can do to ac-
complish that.

So why would we pass an amendment
that weakens one of our strongest tools
to get people safely through this crisis?

I urge all of my colleagues to stand
with people across the country who
have been following the public health
guidance, and who are ready for this
pandemic to an end, by voting against
this dangerous, counterproductive
amendment.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3831

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is on
agreeing to the amendment.

Mr. LEAHY. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 395 Leg.]

YEAS—50
Barrasso Cruz Lankford
Blackburn Daines Lee
Blunt Ernst Lummis
Boozman Fischer Marshall
Braun Graham McConnell
Burr Grassley Moran
Capito Hagerty Murkowski
Cassidy Hawley Paul
Collins Hoeven Portman
Cornyn Hyde-Smith Risch
Cotton Inhofe Romney
Cramer Johnson Rounds
Crapo Kennedy Rubio
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Sasse Sullivan Tuberville
Scott (FL) Thune Wicker
Scott (SC) Tillis Young
Shelby Toomey
NAYS—50

Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantyvell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardln Eeaﬁly Sinema

arper ujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

SCHATZ). On this vote, the yeas are 50,
the nays are 50.

Under the previous order requiring 60
votes for the adoption of this amend-
ment, the amendment is not agreed to.

The amendment (No. 3831) was re-
jected.

AMENDMENT NO. 3832

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will now be 2
minutes of debate, equally divided,
prior to the vote in relation to the
Braun amendment No. 3832.

The Senator from Indiana.

Mr. BRAUN. Mr. President, I left my
business to run for Senate because I
was fed up with business in DC as
usual. Americans are fed up as well.

I think the place is broken when it
comes to our budgeting process. We
don’t do them anymore. We are debat-
ing a funding bill for the fiscal year
that ends today. That is how you end
up $28 trillion in debt.

Congress can agree on basically one
thing: budgets, deficits, debt don’t
matter anymore. Well, they do. Every
business, every State, and local govern-
ment have to do them. Congress should
as well.

No budget, no pay is simple. If we do
not fund the government by October 1,
we don’t get a paycheck until we get it
done. It is a popular bill because it
works.

In 2013—the only time we have done
one on time in 20 years—it was in
place. Many here voted for it, including
the majority leader.

Americans are watching. They are
tired of the job we are doing. They de-
mand accountability. Vote for this
amendment. It makes sense. Our pay is
in the 94 percentile of income to boot.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, you
know, this amendment has no business
whatsoever being in a CR which has to
be enacted by 12 midnight tonight. It
may make a great sound bite or polit-
ical ad, but it is not good policy. It is
not a thoughtful solution to the many
complicated reasons that we fail to
enact budget resolutions or appropria-
tions bills precisely on October 1.

We all have serious policy disagree-
ments that lead to inaction or delay.
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Let’s debate those policies. Threat-
ening to withhold pay or whatever has
absolutely nothing to do with the
structural issues, but it would do one
thing. It would make sure that we had
only multimillionaires in the House
and Senate. It is a dangerous precedent
and potentially corrosive influence of
public policy.

Let’s stop the political posturing. If
you want this, do it as a freestanding
bill, under regular order, by the Home-
land Security and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee. The CR is not the
place for it.

I urge a ‘“‘no” vote.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3832

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr. BRAUN. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant bill clerk called
the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 53,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 396 Leg.]

YEAS—53
Barrasso Grassley Portman
Blackburn Hagerty Risch
Boozman Hassan Romney
Braun Hawley Rosen
Burr Hoeven Rounds
Capito Hyde-Smith Rubio
Casslldy Inhofe Sasse
Collins Johnson Scott (FL)
Cornyn Kelly Scott (SC)
Cortez Masto Kennedy Sinema
Cotton Lankford .
Cramer Lee Sullivan
Crapo Lummis Thune
Cruz Manchin Toomey
Daines Marshall Tuberville
Ernst McConnell Warnock
Fischer Moran Wicker
Graham Ossoff Young
NAYS—47
Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Sanders
Blumenthal Kaine Schatz
Blunt King Schumer
Booker Klobuchar Shaheen
Brown Leajpy Shelby
gan;yvell I};[um]f Smith
ardin arkey
Carper Menendez itabe?ow
ester

Casey Merkley s

: Tillis
Coons Murkowski
Duckworth Murphy Van Hollen
Durbin Murray Warner
Feinstein Padilla Warren
Gillibrand Paul Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

KING). On this vote, the yeas are 53, the
nays are 4°7.

Under the previous order requiring 60
votes for adoption of this amendment,
the amendment is not agreed to.

The amendment (No. 3832) was re-
jected.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3830

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate, equally divided, prior to
a vote in relation to the Leahy sub-
stitute amendment No. 3830.

The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank
the Senators who stayed with us to
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make sure we could get a good con-
tinuing resolution passed, which we are
about to do. I just want to thank ev-
erybody and urge—it will be a voice
vote, but shout ‘‘yes” on this next
vote. Thank you.

I yield the floor, and I yield back the
time on both sides.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3830

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment No. 3830.

The amendment (No. 3830), in the na-
ture of a substitute, was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be
engrossed and the bill to be read a
third time.

The bill was read the third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the bill is consid-
ered read a third time.

There will now be 2 minutes of de-
bate, equally divided, prior to the vote
on passage of the bill, as amended.

The majority leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first,
let me thank Senator LEAHY on the Ap-
propriations Committee, as well as
Senator SHELBY and all those who
worked diligently and hard to put this
continuing resolution together.

This vote says we are keeping the
government open. At this time—at any
time, it is a very, very bad thing to let
the government shut down but at this
time in particular when there is so
much going on in the country. And it is
a glimmer of hope as we go through
many, many other activities.

I would say this: Just as the CR is so
important and requires bipartisan co-
operation, I wish my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle saw the debt
ceiling as equally important and equal-
ly requiring bipartisan cooperation.
They don’t, and we are willing to move
forward on debt ceiling ourselves. But
for this moment, this is one of the larg-
er problems, the biggest problem that
has faced us in the last while, making
sure the government stays open, and
now we can be sure it will.

So I thank all of my colleagues who
worked so hard on this issue.

I yield back time on both sides.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

VOTE ON H.R. 5305

The bill having been read the third
time, the question is, Shall the bill
pass?

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 65,
nays 35, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 397 Leg.]

YEAS—65

Baldwin Hassan Reed
Bennet Heinrich Romney
Blumenthal Hickenlooper Rosen
Blunt Hirono Rounds
Booker Kaine Sanders
Brown Kelly Schatz
Burr Kennedy Schumer
Cantwell King
Capito Klobuchar :Eaheen

. elby
Cardin Leahy Sinema
Carper Lujan X
Casey Manchin Smith
Cassidy Markey Stabenow
Collins McConnell Tester
Coons Menendez Tillis
Cornyn Merkley Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Murkowski Warner
Duckworth Murphy Warnock
Durbin Murray Warren
Feinstein Ossoff Whitehouse
Gillibrand Padilla Wyden
Graham Peters Young

NAYS—35

Barrasso Hagerty Portman
Blackburn Hawley Risch
Boozman Hoeven Rubio
Braun Hyde-Smith Sasse
Cotton Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cramer Johnson Scott (SC)
Crapo Lankford Sullivan
gla:ilrzles Efllr%nmis Thune
Ernst Marshall $?1E$?iflle
Fischer Moran X
Grassley Paul Wicker

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 65, the nays are 35.

The 60-vote threshold having been
achieved, the bill is passed.

The bill (H.R. 5305), as amended, was
passed.

———————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and resume
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Rohit Chopra, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Director, Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection for a term
of five years.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close the debate on the
nomination of Executive Calendar No. 354,
Rohit Chopra, of the District of Columbia, to
be Director, Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection for a term of five years.

Charles E. Schumer, Christopher Mur-
phy, Martin Heinrich, Edward J. Mar-
key, Patty Murray, Tina Smith,
Tammy Baldwin, Sheldon Whitehouse,
Brian Schatz, Tim Kaine, Alex Padilla,
Tammy Duckworth, Richard J. Durbin,
Richard Blumenthal, Jacky Rosen,
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Gary C. Peters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.
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The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Rohit Chopra, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be Director, Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection for a term
of five years, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 398 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantwell Klobuchar Shaheen
Carpor Lujin Sinema
Casey Manchin zglbtgln ow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

NAYS—50
Barrasso Graham Portman
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rounds
Braun Hoeven Rubio
Burr Hyde-Smith Sasse
Capito Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cassidy Johnson
Collins Kennedy 2;2%2;50)
Cornyn Lankford Sullivan
Cotton Lee
Cramer Lummis Tpu_ne
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Toomey
Daines Moran Tuberville
Ernst Murkowski Wicker
Fischer Paul Young

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this vote,
the yeas are 50, the nays are 50.

The Senate being evenly divided, the
Vice President votes in the affirma-
tive.

The motion is agreed to.

The Senator from Delaware.

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, be-
fore you leave, I want you to know that
sitting next to me is Emily Spain from
Santa Barbara, CA, where I think you
might have been married, who is leav-
ing today as my chief of staff.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Welcome.
Welcome. It is a beautiful place. I did
get married in Santa Barbara.

Mr. CARPER. You are wonderful for
coming to preside today and helping us
to send her off.

Now, if there is an extra box of Klee-
nex up there for me to use for my re-
marks, I would appreciate it.

Godspeed. Godspeed.

Madam President—soon to be Mr.
President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VAN
HOLLEN). The Senator from Delaware is
recognized.

TRIBUTE TO EMILY SPAIN

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I have
already telegraphed my pitch here, but
I rise today to thank from the bottom
of my heart the woman who has spent
nearly two decades serving in this in-
stitution, and luckily for me, nearly 13
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of those years have been spent as a
member of my team.

Emily Spain has written many
speeches like the one I am about to
give, Mr. President, but today I have
the privilege of giving a very special
speech thanking Emily for her great
service.

Emily may have been born and raised
in California, but she has become an
honorary Delawarean, and we are so
proud to have had the blessing of her
service and her friendship.

Anybody would be hard-pressed to
find others who have been able to do all
the things that Emily has done. She
has helped to win campaigns, including
a number of mine.

She has worked in the House of Rep-
resentatives for her hometown Con-
gresswoman, Lois Capps, whom the
Presiding Officer served with, I believe,
in the House.

She has helped to pass historic legis-
lation that improved the lives of mil-
lions of Americans, like the Affordable
Care Act. When people ask me what I
am proudest of that I have worked on
in the U.S. Senate, I always say the ex-
tension of healthcare to millions of
people who otherwise wouldn’t have it,
through the Affordable Care Act. With-
out Emily’s support, I am not sure that
it would have become law.

She has served not only as our com-
munications director but also as our
legislative director and as our chief of
staff. For folks who are not familiar
with Washington, DC, that may not
sound like maybe a lot, but in this
game, in this business, it is a hat trick.
It is a hat trick. You don’t often find
someone as talented or, frankly, as
tireless as Emily Spain.

Many of my colleagues know this
about me, but I like to start my days
off by going for a run or going to the
YMCA in Wilmington for a workout,
and then I head to the train station,
the Biden Station, and jump on a train
and come down here and come to work
with all our colleagues. I am used to
having a pretty full day of meetings
and committee hearings and votes and
events. And then almost every night, I
go back to Union Station and climb on
a train and take the train in the oppo-
site way, back to Biden Station in Wil-
mington. It is a full day every day. I
enjoy it because I like to be busy, and
I like to get things done.

Well, let me just say, in terms of get-
ting things done, I have met my
match—fortunately, I met her about 15
years ago—because the person who al-
ways, without fail, demonstrates more
energy in her small finger than I do in
my whole body is Emily Spain. It is in-
credible. It is incredible. Her tenacity,
her strength, her conviction—this
woman is literally tireless and some-
how manages to get it all done and
more.

She has an incredibly demanding job
managing a staff of nearly 50 people be-
tween our DC offices and my three of-
fices back in the State of Delaware.

Dealing with the latest in Congress
often requires, as the Presiding Officer
knows, one’s attention 24/7 and espe-
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cially of late. On top of all that, she is
raising a young family and managing
to give back to her community in ways
big and small. Ask anyone who knows
Emily—her energy is boundless, and
you will never hear her complain—
never hear her complain. She dives in
headfirst to whatever task is before
her, and she just gets things done.

I know the Presiding Officer feels
this way, but I love to be surrounded
by people who are good at getting
things done. I always like to be sur-
rounded by people who are smarter
than me. That is not a high bar for me,
but for others, it probably is. But she is
smart as a whip—smart as a whip.

I also consider myself a glass-half-
full kind of person. My wife likes to
say I am an eternal optimist, and
Emily and I share that trait too. I
think it is easy for people to come to
Washington and, maybe after a couple
years here, become cynical, maybe
even jaded. That has never happened
with her, even after all these years—
not Emily. She always sees the best in
other people. She always sees the po-
tential for what could be in a person or
in a piece of legislation, and if a bill
can be made better, Emily will give it
all that she has to make it happen.

If an intern in our office wants advice
on how to succeed on Capitol Hill,
Emily will take an hour out of her in-
credibly busy day to help that intern.
If partisan politics are getting in the
way of getting things done, Emily is
not afraid to cross the aisle, make a
connection, and get something over the
finish line.

There is a reason that, when I walk
around the Capitol with Emily, she is
the one people recognize and say hello
to, and that is because, from staff to
Senators alike, Emily has an incredible
ability to connect with people from all
walks of life. No matter how busy she
may be, she always takes the time to
really listen to others. She is a really
good listener. My father used to say:
God gives us one mouth and two ears;
we should use them in that relation.
And she is a great listener.

Many people in this town will offer to
help, but far fewer actually mean it.
People say: If I can ever be of help, let
me know. When Emily says that, you
know she means it. She always follows
through. No matter how much success
she had throughout her career, no task
was ever too small for her to take on.
She is a team player in the best sense
of the word, through and through. She
is always willing to jump in and lend a
hand to whoever might need it, wheth-
er that means negotiating an infra-
structure deal or helping to put binders
together.

The late Justice Ruth Bader Gins-
burg said:

You can disagree without being disagree-
able.

Emily is proof of that, living proof of
that.

She believes fiercely that climate
change is the greatest challenge of our
lifetime; that every American deserves
quality, affordable healthcare; and that
every child, no matter what their ZIP
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Code may be, should have clean air to
breathe and clean water to drink. She
has spent her time in Congress fight-
ing—fighting to advance those policies
without fighting with others.

She has a great deal of reverence for
this institution and for her colleagues,
no matter their political affiliation.
She is respected and beloved by people
on both sides of the aisle. That is why
I say—sitting here for a number of
minutes before we were brought back
into session, I had the opportunity to
get recognized and give these remarks.
It is interesting how many people came
up to her, Senators and staff alike, to
say hello and to thank her and to wish
her well. She treats people with re-
spect, and she earns their respect in re-
turn.

Our country could use a lot more
Emily Spains these days, and I believe
she is an example to anyone—to any-
one—who may have hopes of having a
career in public service and a career in
political life as well.

There is no doubt that Emily has had
enormous professional success, but I
know that her most important job has
always been and I think probably al-
ways will be being a wonderful mom to
Jack and Emma Spain. And the days
they come to our office are some of the
happiest days of the week.

Over the last decade, Emily has spent
a great deal of time in Delaware. She
has gotten to know my family. My wife
Martha and I have a couple sons of our
own, Ben and Christopher. I have been
lucky to get to know Emily’s husband
Ken and have gotten a chance to know
their children. They are wonderful chil-
dren, young children, just kids whom
any mom or dad would be delighted to
be able to call their own. Family is im-
portant to both Emily and to me. She
has always gone out of her way to
make sure that what we call
Carpertown—that is the extended CAR-
PER team family—is a family-friendly
place. It is always a good day when
Jack Spain comes in and tells us about
his latest baseball game, and we find
Emma coloring in Emily’s office.

At our annual CARPER holiday
Christmas party, there is now a table
filled with gingerbread houses to deco-
rate and all kinds of arts and crafts,
and that is because of Emily. She
knows it is not enough to just say that
we value family; she walks the walk.
She makes sure that our policies re-
flect our priorities, and for that and
many other things, I am very, very ap-
preciative.

For folks who may not be all that fa-
miliar with the work or the role of
chief of staff, Senate chief of staff, and
a full-time mom, let me just tell you,
neither one is easy. Put them together,
and they are really hard. But no mat-
ter what the circumstances, she has
risen to the challenge in both roles—in
both roles—without fail.

I just want to note that Emily has
led our office under particularly dif-
ficult conditions and has done so with
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grace and compassion. Her tenure in-
cluded, among other things, two im-
peachments; an attack on this very
building on January 6 of this year; an
unprecedented global pandemic, the
worst in 100 years; and the worst econ-
omy since the Great Depression.

There was no handbook for how to
handle any of these things, let alone all
of them at once. There was no guide to
show her how to keep our office firing
on all cylinders in remote settings so
that we could keep our staff safe while
also helping the people of Delaware
when they needed that help the most.
There was certainly no instruction
manual to help her console our staff
during an insurrection at this place of
work. I know these were challenges
that Emily never anticipated when she
took on this role—none of us could
have anticipated these challenges—but
I am immensely grateful that she was
the leader on our team during such tur-
bulent and trying times.

You know, one of the glories of
knowing someone like her is, she has
had the compassion, as we have gone
through this pandemic this year, to lit-
erally call just about everybody on our
team in Delaware and our offices here,
our three offices in Delaware and the
folks who work here, including the
members of the Environment and Pub-
lic Works Committee, the Senate Per-
manent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions that I have been privileged to
help lead, and to make sure that they
are doing OK, that they and their fami-
lies were doing OK as we go through
this pandemic. That is the mark of a
great and wonderful human being and a
great leader.

There was, again, no guide to show
her how to keep our office firing on all
cylinders in a remote setting so that
we could keep our staff safe while also
helping the people of Delaware with
what they needed the most. And there
was certainly no instruction manual to
help her console the staff during the in-
surrection of this place of work, right
here in this building. I know these were
challenges Emily never anticipated
when she took on this role, but I am
immensely grateful that she is, again,
the lead and one on our team during
such critical, turbulent, and trying
times.

I will close with this. From the bot-
tom of my heart, I want to thank Jack
and Emma—son and daughter of Ken
and Emily Spain—for sharing your
mom; and Ken for sharing your wife
with all of us for these years. I know it
has been a lot of early mornings and
probably more late nights than you
want to think about, and some unex-
pected things over too many weekends.
But what we love to call Carpertown is
better for your mom’s dedication, your
wife’s dedication to this job and the
people of Delaware, and I think the
country is better off because of her
dedication.

I want to sincerely thank Emily for
her service to the Senate, to the coun-
try, and to the people of Delaware.
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Sometimes it is hard to really know
that we have made a difference, but I
can assure Emily and her family that
she has. She has left her mark on 513
Hart. That is where we have been for 20
years—all 20 years since I have come
here—and made her mark on 515 Hart
and on the First State, and she will be
sorely missed.

In the Navy, when people do an espe-
cially good job—I have had the privi-
lege of serving for, I guess, 23 years all
in, plus midshipman before that. And
we have a saying that we like to—when
people do an extraordinary job, do a
terrific job, we say: Bravo Zulu. Bravo
Zulu.

And I will say to Emily over and over
again: Bravo Zulu. I probably say it
just about every day of her service. But
thank you for a remarkable, remark-
able congressional career that has been
an inspiration to me and, I know, all of
Delaware that you served.

When people are ready—in the Navy,
when they are ready to weigh anchor
and sail off to their next chapter or
their next adventure, we say these
words: Fair winds and following seas.

So I will say those today to Emily
and her family, and I say those words
with reluctance but also with joy that
comes from having been able to know
her, to work with her, and to get to
know her and her family.

We are lucky in life when we get the
chance to work with people who push
us to be the best versions of ourselves,
who make our loads lighter, and who
bring us people from all walks of life.
Joy. Joy every day.

And I am very lucky—we are very
lucky in our team that Emily Spain
has, in my case, let me work for her for
all these years, and she has kept me on
the payroll and, in no small way,
helped make sure that I stay on the
payroll here to be able to do all these
things together.

But Em, we will miss you, but we
wish you and the Spain family nothing
but the best.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
ROSEN). The Senator from Iowa.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 535

Ms. ERNST. Madam President, the
time is now. We need a memorial to the
fallen heroes of the Global War on Ter-
ror, and the memorial should be in its
rightful place on the National Mall in
Washington, DC.

On Tuesday, I spoke with a group of
nearly 30 Gold Star families who lost
their loved ones during our Nation’s
longest war. Their stories of heartache
and sacrifice inspire me to continue
fighting for this important memorial.

The overwhelming theme on that call
was this: the time is now to get the
Global War on Terrorism Memorial
built on our National Mall.

And it is with that in mind that I
come to the floor again to ask the Sen-
ate to join me in honoring our vet-
erans, our Gold Star families, and fall-
en heroes by supporting my bipartisan
legislation, the Global War on Ter-
rorism Memorial Location Act.

(Ms.
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I believe our Nation has a responsi-
bility to properly honor and pay trib-
ute to our veterans, including those
who have served in the longest conflict
in the history of the United States.
The Global War on Terrorism Memo-
rial belongs on our National Mall, in
the same place as the memorials that
honor the heroes of earlier conflicts,
like Korea and Vietnam.

This memorial, which has bipartisan
support, will serve as a permanent re-
minder of the eternal gratitude of all of
America.

As a fellow veteran of the Global War
on Terrorism and a friend and advocate
for our Gold Star families, I firmly be-
lieve that placing this memorial any-
where but the National Mall is abso-
lutely unacceptable.

We have an opportunity for biparti-
sanship right here with this bill. So
let’s join together and show the coun-
try that the U.S. Senate will honor the
sacrifice and properly memorialize the
service of the brave men and women
who fought and died to protect and de-
fend the Nation since the beginning of
the Global War on Terror. It is the
least we can do for those who have
given so much.

I ask you today to support my mis-
sion, to build a memorial to empower
those who answered the call to serve in
the Global War on Terror, who, for so
long, protected us and allowed us to
enjoy the freedoms that we have to
this very day.

This memorial is ready to go, so let’s
get it built on our National Mall in
Washington, DC, where it belongs.

Madam President, as if in legislative
session, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources be discharged from further
consideration of S. 535 and the Senate
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation. I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered read a third time
and passed, and that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, last week,
Senator ERNST asked unanimous con-
sent to bypass the committee process
and pass her bill. At the time, I com-
mitted to work with her and that we
would schedule this bill for a vote at
the next Energy and Natural Resources
Committee legislative markup.

That commitment remains. In fact,
we are fulfilling it. In fact, just this
morning, both of our staffs were on the
National Mall walking through poten-
tial sites with the National Park Serv-
ice and representatives from the Foun-
dation to get a better understanding of
the issues associated with the locations
proposed in Senator ERNST’s bill.

My goal is to get this memorial built
as quickly as possible. I was the proud
lead Democratic sponsor of this legisla-
tion to authorize construction of the
National Global War on Terrorism Me-
morial 4 years ago and remain just as
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supportive and committed to seeing
the memorial built today as I was then.

It is important that we commemo-
rate and honor the members of the
Armed Forces who served on Active
Duty and supported the Global War on
Terrorism. The original legislation au-
thorizing construction of the Global
War on Terrorism Memorial required
that the memorial be located and de-
signed in accordance with the Com-
memorative Works Act.

The Senator’s bill is now proposing
to waive a Kkey provision in that law. I
am concerned that trying to legisla-
tively force a memorial into the Re-
serve area of the National Mall will re-
sult in a more contentious approval
process that will take longer to get the
memorial built than staying with the
process that applies to all of our me-
morials.

I restate my commitment to keep
working with Senator ERNST and to
schedule a vote on this bill at the En-
ergy and Natural Resources Commit-
tee’s next legislative business meeting
so that committee members can weigh
in, which is the process, on with what
the appropriate policy should be.

Again, I remain a very strong sup-
porter of the Global War on Terrorism
Memorial, and I believe that all of our
colleagues on the Republican and
Democratic side feel the same. The Na-
tional Park Service should give it the
highest priority, and they will, in find-
ing an appropriate site.

But the memorial should be built fol-
lowing the same process—the same
process—that applies to all of our me-
morials and commemorative works. I
will continue to work with my friend
and colleague from Iowa, but I must re-
spectfully object to the unanimous
consent request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Iowa.

Ms. ERNST. Madam President, I just
want to come forward and thank the
Senator for the progress that is being
made on the location for the Global
War on Terrorism Memorial, and I will
continue to pursue this. I think it is
important to do that. I remain com-
mitted to the families of those who
have fallen, as well as the many serv-
icemembers who have served across the
spectrum in the Global War on Terror.

I understand that many decades ago
an act was put in place by Congress
which limited activity on the National
Mall, but understanding, since that
time, we have seen many memorials
and many monuments that have been
placed on the Reserve on the National
Mall.

And so I am asking that, as Congress,
we move forward quickly on this act.
We have been working on this for a
number of years. We need to move
quickly and provide a time of healing
for our Nation after we are closing the
Global War on Terror.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.
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Mr. MANCHIN. First of all, I want to
thank the total commitment and dedi-
cation that my friend from my Iowa
has; the same as, I think, all of us
have. But on that, since 2003, when
Congress acted about basically putting
a moratorium on the Mall so the Mall
would be preserved for all of us to
enjoy, there were some that were still
pending but were allowed to complete.
There has not been any new approved
since 2003.

But we have a process, and I respect
that, and I am going to work as hard as
I can to make sure that that process is
going to be honored and we go through
it in our markup and everyone have
input on it. And I think that is the
proper way for us to proceed.

And I appreciate the Senator work-
ing and understanding and working
with us. Right now, we just have to
continue to do what we are doing and
let this process basically go forth as
quickly as possible. That is my com-
mitment, and I will honor that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2843

Mr. LEE. Madam President, as if in
legislative session, I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on HELP
be discharged from further consider-
ation of S. 2843 and the Senate proceed
to its immediate consideration. I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time and
passed, and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Washington.

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, this is out-
rageous. On September 27, there were
over 80,000 new COVID-19 cases and
over 1,000 COVID-19 deaths in our coun-
try; and yet, the next day, I had to
come to the Senate floor to explain
why undermining our efforts to end
this pandemic would be reckless. And
now, 2 days, with thousands more cases
and deaths later, I have to do it again.
And this is the second time today Re-
publicans have tried to do something
like this.

This virus has killed over 685,000 peo-
ple in our country. And if people do not
get vaccinated, variants like Delta will
continue to spread, undermine our
economy, and take lives.

So why in the world, for the second
time in a week, do I have to come down
here and explain to some of my Repub-
lican colleagues that weakening one of
our strongest tools to fight this virus is
a dangerous and deadly idea?

Getting people vaccinated is one of
the most important things we can do
to stop COVID-19. And let’s be clear,
immunization requirements are noth-
ing new in this country. So I hope we
can stop with this political theater and
focus on ending this pandemic, rebuild-
ing our economy, and Kkeeping people
alive.

I object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Madam President, immuni-
zations are nothing new. To a degree,
immunization requirements might not
be new, but sweeping immunization
mandates issued by a single individual
within the Federal Government—that
is, the President of the United States—
are entirely new, entirely unprece-
dented, entirely unfounded, and dan-
gerous to our constitutional order, to
say nothing of its tendency to discour-
age those who have been reluctant to
get the vaccine from getting one.

So I have returned to the Senate
floor today, for the third time this
week, to express my profound objec-
tions to that sweeping mandate—to
President Biden’s sweeping, promised,
and still inchoate vaccine mandate—
and to offer legislation that this body
could have passed right now; that it
could have passed in order to protect
countless Americans from this Federal
intrusion.

Now, look, the Federal Government
has no legitimate role mandating
COVID-19 vaccination for all Ameri-
cans. In fact, the President of the
United States has acknowledged that.
It doesn’t have that role. It doesn’t be-
long to this government. Yes, there
have been vaccine mandates in the
past. They have never been from the
Federal Government, directed at the
entire country.

During a really difficult time, eco-
nomically and otherwise, in which in-
flation and the jobs market are causing
a whole lot of businesses around the
country to have to close their doors,
President Biden has announced that he
is going to enforce this mandate with a
really hefty fine. Each incidence of a
business not fulfilling the mandate
could cost a business $14,000. President
Biden, under the threat of massive pun-
ishment, is co-opting businesses to en-
force his mandate. They will have to
police their workforce’s personal med-
ical decisions and order the receipt of a
vaccination or, alternatively, be forced
into bankruptcy.

Now, some on the other side of the
aisle think that the President’s punish-
ment doesn’t go far enough. In fact, in
the reconciliation bill draft currently
being circulated on the other end of the
Capitol in the House of Representa-
tives, Democrats are pushing to in-
crease the fine to $70,000 per violation.

Look, unvaccinated Americans are
not the enemy; they are not the virus;
and they are certainly not the enemy.
Some are frontline doctors and nurses
and other healthcare professionals who
worked overtime throughout the pan-
demic, throughout the darkest of the
dark hours of the pandemic, treating
patients and saving lives.

Others are workers whose industries
were deemed essential and who showed
up to work to ensure Americans kept
having access to food and electricity
and other essential items and services.
Others still are simply neighbors, fam-
ily members, and other loved ones who
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have supported friends, families, and
entire communities as Americans as a
whole struggled through quarantines,
shutdowns, financial difficulties, and
social isolation.

Let me reiterate, as I have said many
times before and I will continue to re-
peat: I believe the vaccine’s develop-
ment is nothing short of a miracle. It
is an answered prayer. I have been fully
vaccinated, as has every member of my
family, with my encouragement. But
we certainly should not be forcing em-
ployers, through the Federal Govern-
ment, without congressional authoriza-
tion or constitutional authority, put-
ting employers in a position where
they have to fire some of their most
valuable and now increasingly hard-to-
find workers.

We shouldn’t be threatening business
owners with closure simply because
they don’t have any desire to police
their workforce’s personal medical de-
cisions. That is not who we are as a
country. I don’t care whether you are a
Democrat or a Republican or an Inde-
pendent or a Libertarian; Americans,
as a whole, don’t believe that that is
who we are. We are not into that kind
of draconian micromanagement associ-
ated with a nanny state, nor are we
into the excessive accumulation of
power in the hands of a few or, even
worse, in the hands of one person.
Many simply cannot incur the cost of
this enforcement—certainly not in this
economy.

Additionally, this fine really
amounts to a tax. It is government rev-
enue collected from the American peo-
ple, and the Constitution has a thing or
two to say about how revenue bills
must be enacted. The Constitution does
not vest any taxing or, for that matter,
any other revenue raising or fining au-
thorities in the President alone—no.
This is a power that is reserved to the
people’s representatives in Congress
who are charged with precisely that re-
sponsibility. We have exclusively that
authority, and that authority is not to
be exercised by the President of the
United States.

It is no accident that the Founding
Fathers, through the Constitution, put
this power in the hands of those people
occupying positions in the branch of
government most accountable to the
people at the most regular intervals
and in no one else within our govern-
ment.

President Biden’s mandate would im-
pose really significant costs on Ameri-
cans and on American businesses and
on our Nation’s economy that is al-
ready in some really rough times.

Look, it 1is unconstitutional. It
hasn’t been passed by Congress. It is
wrong for America. And that is why,
today, as I did yesterday and the day
before, I came here to offer a proposal
that, if enacted, as we could have en-
acted it today, it would protect Ameri-
cans from some of the most disastrous
effects of the mandate.

While I believe the mandate will, I
am quite certain, eventually be invali-
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dated in court, it is going to take some
time for us to get there because right
now we don’t even have the mandate
itself; we just have the threat of the
mandate. And it is the imminent ap-
prehension of the mandate’s eventual
issuance that is causing HR depart-
ments and general counsel’s offices in
corporate America throughout this
country today to scurry to try to get
ahead of the curve, develop their own
policy, so that they are in compliance
as of day one when the mandate hits.

But, in the meantime, there is noth-
ing to sue. There is no one to sue be-
cause there is no final Agency action.
There is no order in place. There is just
the threat of it.

This, I fear, is a feature, not a bug,
because by the time we actually have
something on which to sue and by the
time lawsuits are brought, by the time
that litigation works its way to its
natural conclusion—which, I believe,
inevitably, culminates in a finding that
it is invalid; it is unconstitutional; it is
not warranted by law—months, if not
years, will have elapsed, and a lot of
the damage will be done.

So, until that day—until that day I
consider inevitable when a court rules
that this is unlawful—these bills like
the one that I have offered today can
provide businesses and the American
people with the certainty that they
need to make their own decisions.

My bill that I have offered up today,
the No Taxation Without Congres-
sional Consent Act, would prohibit
OSHA and other executive branch
Agencies in the Federal Government
from imposing fines, fees, or taxes with
respect to these mandates. It would
protect our constitutional order by re-
quiring that revenue measures be voted
on by Congress, the branch of govern-
ment most accountable to the people
and the only branch of government em-
powered to enact such policies. The
other two branches cannot.

As I mentioned yesterday, the people
concerned about this mandate are ev-
eryday Americans. I have now heard
from 158 Utahns who are at risk of los-
ing their jobs due to the mandate, and
that number continues to grow every
day. They are not our enemies; they
are our neighbors. Many of them have
been advised by board-certified doctors
that they ought to not receive the vac-
cine. We shouldn’t be punishing them
or forcing them into second-class sta-
tus.

So today we have a choice. I hope
that, at some point, my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle will allow us
to provide this certainty and peace of
mind to those individuals and busi-
nesses at risk of suffering under the
mandate.

We can defend Congress’s role as the
branch of government that determines
how and from whom revenue is to be
raised. Not only can we do that, but we
have an obligation to do that. We have
all sworn an oath to uphold and protect
and defend the Constitution of the
United States, and that document
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doesn’t give the President this power.
In fact, that document precludes, it
prohibits the President from exercising
this power in the absence of congres-
sional authorization, which we have
not provided.

So this bill, one of a dozen that I
have submitted, could have passed this
body today. I wish, for the sake of mil-
lions of concerned Americans, that it
had, but regardless of this result today
and of the objection that precluded it
from passing the Senate today, I am
going to continue to fight. I will keep
coming back for as long as it takes in
order to end this egregious and legally
baseless and unconstitutional mandate.

I find it interesting that my friend
and colleague, the distinguished Sen-
ator from the State of Washington, re-
ferred to this as ‘‘outrageous,” as out-
rageous that we would be attempting
to put in place protections for those
Americans who are going to be victim-
ized by the vaccine, who are going to
have to choose between, on the one
hand, receiving a medical procedure
that they don’t want and, on the other
hand, being fired. Nobody should have
to choose between submission and fi-
nancial ruin. They especially shouldn’t
have to do that under the direction of
an invalid, unconstitutional directive
by the Federal Government.

She also referred to what she de-
scribed as ‘‘our efforts,” “‘our efforts to
end this pandemic.” This isn’t about
whether we want to end the pandemic.
There is not a single person—Demo-
crat, Republican, Independent—in this
Chamber or in the other Chamber—I
am not sure I know a single American
anywhere who wouldn’t want to end
this pandemic. This is not the pan-
demic. This is not going to end the
pandemic. If anything, this will cause
more people to be more reluctant to
get the very vaccine that they are
wanting to encourage others to pro-
vide.

This is not about that. The minute
we lose control of the government that
is supposed to work for us, the minute
we start to erode, willfully, even for
those who might be convinced that it is
good policy—and I would disagree with
them on that. The minute we decide to
give this power to the President of the
United States and stand silently as he
usurps authority that under article I,
section 7, and article I, section 8, plain-
ly belongs only to Congress, to the ex-
tent we have any business operating in
this area to begin with as a Federal
Government, which we do not—then we
have simultaneously undermined both
the vertical protection that we call
federalism and the horizontal protec-
tion we call separation of powers.

Now, lest anyone might be left with
the impression that this would be an
esoteric or academic exercise or that
that is not something that affects their
freedom—there are those who would
make that suggestion—they are sorely
mistaken. You see, because anyone,
anywhere can have a Bill of Rights.

In fact, as the late Justice Antonin
Scalia used to point out, any ‘‘tin horn
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dictator’” around the world can have a
Bill of Rights. And most of them do.
Many of those Bills of Rights are scin-
tillating documents; they are glowing
in terms of their expression of individ-
uality and the right of each human to
exist and flourish. They will articulate
a list of rights that is, in some cases,
comparable to, if not even more protec-
tive of, individual liberty than our own
Bill of Rights.

Yet, as Justice Scalia continued,
whether or not that Bill of Rights or
any Bill of Rights is worth more than
the paper that it is printed on ulti-
mately rests on whether there are pro-
tections in place that guard against
the dangerous accumulation of power
in the hands of the few. That is what
makes that difference.

So if we allow a President today to
adopt whether you want to call it a tax
or a fine or whatever revenue-raising
tool that you choose to identify this as
being, the President doesn’t have the
power to impose that. That is a legisla-
tive function.

Article 1, section 7 is very clear: You
cannot enact legislation, including any
legislation collecting revenue from the
citizenry without passage in the House,
passage in the Senate, and presentment
to the President of the United States.
He can’t do it alone.

That is what this is about. This is
about so much more than just this vac-
cine mandate. But this vaccine man-
date in and of itself is wrong. It is un-
constitutional. It is harmful, and it has
a tendency to undermine the very in-
terest the President purports to be ad-
vancing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

NOMINATION OF TRACY STONE-MANNING

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I
come to the floor today in having
heard the Senator from Washington—
the senior Senator from Washington, a
Democrat leader—talk about some-
thing in this Senate Chamber, and she
called it outrageous.

Let me tell you what I find out-
rageous. Outrageous is the fact that
people all across this country are fac-
ing crisis after crisis, all caused by the
Democrats who are in charge of the
House, the Senate, and the White
House. And on this day, the final day of
the fiscal year, we are spending time
on a nominee who is completely unfit
for the job for which she has been nom-
inated. That is outrageous.

But it has been one outrageous thing
after another that I hear about in Wyo-
ming each weekend. In August, it was
the chaotic abandoning of Afghanistan,
resulting in the deaths of 13 American
heroes; hundreds more individuals who
lost their lives, or Afghani citizens—
one of those brave soldiers, Rylee
McCollum, a marine, age just 20, was
from Wyoming.

President Biden’s activities in Af-
ghanistan, they were outrageous. Be-
cause of his hasty retreat, the adminis-
tration has enraged—enraged—our al-
lies around the world and has
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emboldened our enemies at the same
time. That is outrageous.

You know what is happening at the
southern border?

And I would tell you, our weak immi-
gration policies that resulted in mil-
lions of illegal immigrants flooding
into our country, that is outrageous.

Across the West, a lack of fire miti-
gation and tree-thinning lacking has
contributed to raging forest fires.
These fires threaten lives, commu-
nities, and economies.

And here in Congress, Democrats
continue to create chaos. Runaway
partisan spending has resulted in the
biting pain of inflation and spiking
costs for families all across the coun-
try when they go to the grocery store
to buy food or go to the gas station and
fill up. That is outrageous.

So with all of these crises occurring
across the Nation and the world, what
is Leader SCHUMER and the Senate
Democrats choosing today as one of
their top priority for the Nation?

Well, it is confirming a nominee who
has a history of having collaborated
with ecoterrorists.

We talk about the threat of terrorism
around the world and the threat of ter-
rorism at home, and yet the Demo-
cratic leader is bringing to the floor
today a nominee of the President of the
United States and, apparently, en-
dorsed and agreed to by all of the
Democrats, who has a history of
ecoterrorism and has been involved in
such. It is confirming a nominee who
collaborated with ecoterrorists, lied to
the U.S. Senate, wrote in favor of popu-
lation control as a problem related to
the climate, and promoted the idea
that homes built in the forest should
be left to burn. This is outrageous.

President Biden has nominated some-
one named Tracy Manning to serve as
the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management. Across the West, it is
known as the BLM.

Ms. Stone-Manning lied to the Sen-
ate—lied to this very Senate this year
about her past association with an
ecoterrorist cell that hammered hun-
dreds and hundreds of metal spikes—
about 500 pounds of metal spikes—into
trees in Idaho’s Clearwater National
Forest.

If these metal spikes are struck by a
logger’s saw, the injuries to the logger
can be fatal. And it is not just loggers
who use saws; it is firefighters as well,
going in to help fight fires. The same
impact would occur to them.

Ms. Stone-Manning anonymously
sent a threatening letter to the U.S.
Forest Service on behalf of the
ecoterrorists, of which she was one of
the ring leaders, and then spent years
covering up their crimes, as well as her
own.

The lead investigator on the case
sent a letter to our committee, the En-
ergy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee. The lead investigator sent that
letter to the committee to say that Ms.
Stone-Manning was investigated and
she refused to cooperate as a result of
the crime.
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She had years to come forward, years
to reveal the crimes, and she never did.
It wasn’t until after she was caught
and she was promised immunity and
she received that immunity—it was
only then that she agreed to testify.

Earlier this year, Ms. Stone-Manning
lied to the Senate Energy and Natural
Resources Committee about her in-
volvement as an ecoterrorist and in
ecoterrorism. When asked if she had
ever done anything to support tree
spiking in any forest, she replied ‘“No.”’

This is blatantly false. Ms. Stone-
Manning’s troubling record goes be-
yond lying and collaborating with
ecoterrorists. She has written articles
and a graduate thesis supporting the
idea of human population control.

And 1 year ago—not when she was a
graduate student a number of decades
ago, but 1 year ago—she tweeted an ar-
ticle that her husband had written,
calling for homes built in the forest, al-
lowing them to burn during fires. She
called the article a ‘‘clarion call.”

Now, this is for the person nominated
to be the head of the Bureau of Land
Management—a clarion call. That is
not part of the responsibilities and is
the exact opposite of what we should
expect from the head of the Bureau of
Land Management.

Tracy Stone-Manning is a dangerous
choice to be put in charge of America’s
public lands. And each and every Sen-
ator who votes to confirm her will be
held personally responsible for that
vote. Her nomination has been publicly
opposed by the last two—the last two—
BLM Directors, by outdoor organiza-
tions, by sportsman’s groups, pro-life
organizations, by loggers, by the West-
ern States Sheriffs’ Association. The
list goes on and on.

And might I mention that one of
those past two BLM Directors was
President Obama’s BLM Director, who
said she was unfit for the position to
which President Biden had nominated
her.

She is the wrong choice for this job.
She should never be confirmed, but
that is exactly what Senate Democrats
want to do today; and that is out-
rageous.

At a time when America is facing
mounting crises, Senate Democrats,
each and every one, is determined to
confirm a nominee who collaborated
with ecoterrorists, lied to the U.S. Sen-
ate, and continues to hold very dan-
gerous views.

I emphatically oppose her nomina-
tion. Every single Republican in the
Senate opposes her nomination, and I
urge courageous Democrats to stand up
and do the same.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). The Senator from West
Virginia is recognized.

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, my
dear friend from Wyoming, we agree on
a lot of things; we just happen to see
this one different. We disagree.

I rise in support of the motion to in-
voke cloture on a nomination of Tracy
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Stone-Manning to be the Director of
the Bureau of Land Management. I do
so after giving very, very, very careful
consideration to this serious—and I
mean serious—allegations that many
of our colleagues have leveled against
her.

If there were any truth—a shred of
truth—or evidence to support the
charges, I wouldn’t be standing here; 1
couldn’t support her. But I have found
no such evidence, and I have looked.

Now, I have said this: Every one of
us, we are entitled to our own opinion
here. And we are not bashful to sharing
that opinion with others. We are just
not entitled to create our own facts to
support our opinions. That is it. All I
am asking for is look at the facts. That
is all.

The facts surrounding the spiking of
the trees in the Clearwater National
Forest in March of 1989 are well known.
It is public. They are known because
the facts were tried by a jury in a Fed-
eral district court in Spokane, WA, in
June of 1993.

I still believe we all believe the rule
of law applies to all of us, and that is
who we are. Trial by jury is how we
find facts and discover the truth in this
country. That is it. It is the keystone
in our criminal justice system.

A jury heard the evidence in the tree-
spiking case. They weighed its credi-
bility and reached a unanimous verdict
that four men spiked the trees.

I repeat: Four help spiked the trees
in the Clearwater National Forest.

All four of them admitted that they
spiked trees. All four of them admitted
they spiked these trees. And each iden-
tified the other three as their accom-
plice. Each one identified the other.

And you know what. Ms. Stone-Man-
ning was not one of them. None of the
four said she was.

Opponents of her nomination are now
seeking to impute the guilt of the con-
fessed and convicted tree spikers to
her. But Ms. Stone-Manning was never
charged with tree spiking. She was
never indicted or tried. There is no evi-
dence in the trial record that she par-
ticipated in the tree spiking. Her oppo-
nents claim that is because she was
given immunity for her testimony.

I have heard that, so I want to inves-
tigate that.

But while the Federal prosecutor
agreed not to use her testimony
against her, she still could have been
prosecuted if there was any other evi-
dence against her. If there was any evi-
dence against her, she could have been
prosecuted. But there wasn’t. And no
charges were ever brought against
her—none.

Finally, opponents of Ms. Stone-
Manning’s nomination accused her of
lying to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources, which is the com-
mittee that I do chair and the com-
mittee, Madam President, that you sit
on with us so honorably. On her com-
mittee questionnaire, they said she lied
to us.

As the Chairman of that committee,
I took that allegation seriously. I
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wanted to find out if she lied to us or
not.

Each nominee that comes to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources is asked whether he or she has
ever been investigated, arrested, or
charged with a violation of law.

Ms. Stone-Manning responded, ‘‘No, I
have never been arrested or charged
and to my knowledge I have never been
the target of such an investigation.”

She then went on to disclose that she
testified before a Federal grand jury as
part of a tree-spiking investigation in
1989, and later testified at the tree-
spiking trial. This allegation seems to
be that her response was false and mis-
leading because she was subpoenaed,
because she was asked to come and tes-
tify and had been required to give fin-
gerprints and hair samples to the grand
jury investigating the tree spiking in
1989.

Being required to testify or give
physical evidence to a grand jury does
not make someone the target of a
grand jury investigation. It just
doesn’t.

Again, I go back to the rule of law,
which is unique in this world today
that we are still able to treat every-
body as innocent until proven guilty.
And there is no evidence, and she was
not involved.

The Justice Department defines a
“target” as someone the grand jury is
considering indicting. That is the tar-
get: They are considering to go after
you.

The Federal prosecutor in the case
asked the Forest Service’s criminal in-
vestigator—they asked the criminal in-
vestigator whether the investigation in
1989 had identified possibly anyone as a
subject in the investigation. The For-
est Service investigator replied under
oath—I repeat: under oath—no; no, it
didn’t happen.

She could not have been a target of
an investigation that had not identi-
fied her or anyone else as a subject.
Her response is further corroborated by
recent comments in the press made by
the former Assistant United States At-
torney who prosecuted this trial.

You being a prosecutor, Madam
President, understands.

They prosecuted the tree-spiking
case. This is the person who did that,
who confirmed—he confirmed that Ms.
Stone-Manning was not a target of the
investigation in 1993. He confirmed
that.

In sum, I am unable to find any cred-
ible evidence in the exhaustive trial
record of the tree-spiking case that
supports the allegations levied against
Ms. Stone-Manning. What I find in-
stead in the committee’s hearing
record on her nomination is compelling
evidence that Ms. Stone-Manning has
built a solid reputation over the past
three decades as a dedicated public
servant and someone who has worked
with one of our colleagues, a dear
friend of ours from Montana, who is
about to say what he believes in his
heart, and as he knows, as that per-
son’s credibility.
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As a problem-solver, she has been and
is a consensus-builder. She faithfully
served Senator TESTER for 5 years in a
position of trust and responsibility on
his staff. She went on to serve Gov-
ernor Bullock of Montana for 2 years as
director of Montana’s Department of
Environmental Quality and 2 more as
Governor Bullock’s chief of staff. That
is the evidence on which I will base my
vote to support her, and I would en-
courage every one of my colleagues to
do the same.

This is a person who basically has
given herself to public service. This is
a person, as a youth, basically in her
compassion—all of the things she
might have believed does not make her
guilty. This is a person who basically
deserves an opportunity to be able to
serve all of us in America with her
knowledge, her desire, and her abso-
lute, unwavering dedication to the out-
doors and everything that we hold near
and dear.

I just want to say that we are not
here to prosecute people. That is not
our job. We are not here to pass judg-
ment, basically, once judgment has al-
ready passed and basically regurgitate
something that is not credible. So I say
again: You are truly entitled to your
own opinion. You really are. But before
you pass judgment, look at the facts. It
could be you. It could be me. That is
not going to happen.

So with that, I urge my friends, I
urge all of them to please—John
Adams, the first person to preside in
the Senate, said:

Facts are stubborn things; and whatever
may be our wishes, our inclinations, or the
dictates of our passion, they cannot alter the
state of facts and evidence.

They cannot. So let us put our par-
tisan passions aside. Put them aside
and look at the facts. Let’s vote to con-
firm Ms. Stone-Manning’s nomination.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, for
Senator ToOMEY, I won’t be long be-
cause it doesn’t take long to tell the
truth.

I am here to support Tracy Stone-
Manning as next Director of the BLM.
Why? Because she understands the
value of public lands. She understands
public lands need to be managed and
need to be managed in a way so they
can stay in public hands. She under-
stands that the way you get things
done is, be collaborative, bring people
together, and talk issues out. That is
Tracy Stone-Manning.

I often wonder on the Senate floor, if
you tell a lie enough times, if it be-
comes the truth. The chairman of the
Energy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee has laid out the facts. And the
truth is, Tracy Stone-Manning did
nothing wrong. In fact, the people who
went to jail went to jail because of
Tracy Stone-Manning.

But that aside, character assassina-
tion isn’t something we should put up
with in this body. God only knows, if
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we look back into the past of every-
body who serves here, what we might
find.

But I am here to tell you, to listen to
the Senator from Wyoming stand up
and say: We are going to hold every
Democrat accountable—you are damn
right. Hold me accountable for Tracy
Stone-Manning. I worked with her. I
know what she does. I know she can get
the job done. She can bring people to-
gether of all political ilks, and she can
do what is necessary for the American
people—in this case, with our public
lands.

I am going to point out one thing
that Tracy Stone-Manning did that
was wrong. She actually agreed to be
Governor Bullock’s chief of staff. If
somebody wants to go into the inves-
tigation and find out what has hap-
pened over the last 3 years with the
Governor running against a sitting
Senator in this body and her being the
Governor’s chief of staff, you will find
out why folks stand up and make stuff
up about Tracy Stone-Manning because
the facts don’t back up what they are
saying.

Yes. Listen to it again. If you are out
there, the folks who have come to the
floor on the Republican side of the
aisle and bashed Tracy Stone-Man-
ning—the facts don’t back up what the
claims are, and the character assas-
sination is not something you should
be proud of. Ye who throws stones
ought to be very, very careful.

With that, I want to say this: Tracy
Stone-Manning is not new to this proc-
ess. She has been a leader. She is some-
body who knows how to bring people
together. She is somebody who has uti-
lized our public lands. She is somebody
who knows how valuable these public
lands are. She is somebody who will do
a great job as the head of the BLM.

I encourage any of the Senators on
the other side of the aisle to take up
any other claims with me, not her. I
would love to answer them.

I encourage this body to vote for the
confirmation of Tracy Stone-Manning
because it is the right thing to do.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

NOMINATION OF ROHIT CHOPRA

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I
rise to oppose the nomination of FTC
Commissioner Rohit Chopra to be the
CFPB Director.

In the Banking Committee, every Re-
publican voted against him, and on the
Senate floor, Republicans have uni-
formly voted against discharging his
nomination from the committee. There
is a reason for that. I think my col-
leagues have the same grave concern
that I have that Commissioner Chopra
would return the CFPB to the lawless,
overreaching, highly politicized Agen-
cy that it was during the Obama ad-
ministration when he was there.

CFPB, as you will recall, was created
by our Democratic colleagues through
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the Dodd-Frank Act, and it was argu-
ably the most unaccountable Agency in
the history of the U.S. Federal Govern-
ment. Think about it. It is an Agency
with a single Director who, until re-
cently, even the President of the
United States was unconstitutionally
forbidden from firing.

This Agency is not accountable to
Congress through the appropriations
process the way most Agencies are.
Most rely on appropriations from Con-
gress for their funding. That is part of
our power of the purse strings. Not
with the CFPB. It simply draws vir-
tually unlimited funding at its discre-
tion from the Federal Reserve, whether
Congress likes it or not.

Now, during the Obama administra-
tion, the CFPB systematically pursued
an activist, anti-business agenda. It
limited consumer choice, it drove up
the cost of credit for consumers, and it
certainly unfairly burdened employers
with overregulation.

CFPB repeatedly engaged in over-
reach and abuse of its authority. Just
one example: Instead of clearly laying
out the rules of the road through a
transparent regulatory process, it
would invent rules on its own by
springing lawsuits on the financial in-
stitutions that had no way of knowing
that they were engaged in anything
that the CFPB objected to because
there was no rule. It was just rule-
making by enforcement. The DC Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals, quite rightly,
held that this approach violates the
fundamental bedrock principle of due
process.

But that is not all. Commissioner
Chopra helped set up the CFPB, and
then he served as a very high-ranking
official there during the Obama admin-
istration. In that role, it has been
widely acknowledged that he had a
hostile relationship with lenders. He
used ‘‘name and shame” tactics to
pressure them. In one case, he took the
‘“‘shoot first; aim second’ approach to
the facts by posting online inaccurate
allegations about credit unions, which
the CFPB then later had to retract.

At the FTC, Commissioner Chopra
has continued his aggressive anti-busi-
ness stances, and he has continued to
take a ‘‘shoot first; aim later” ap-
proach to the facts in order to advance
his agenda. In one recent case, three of
his fellow Commissioners publicly re-
buked Commissioner Chopra for ‘‘his
disregard of the facts and the law, for
making misleading claims, and for re-
lying on false assertions.”

During this whole nomination proc-
ess, Wwhile Commissioner Chopra is
under consideration to lead the CFPB,
he has done very little to alleviate
these concerns.

I asked him a request for the record.
Given its history, given the actions
that have been overturned by courts,
was there a single CFPB enforcement
action that Mr. Chopra believed was
too burdensome or was too punitive?
He couldn’t identify a single one.
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In addition, Commissioner Chopra fa-
vors unaccountable regulators with
vast powers. He actually in writing
proposed this superagency that would
regulate politicians and think tanks
and nonprofits. At his nomination
hearing, Commissioner Chopra once
again defended the CFPB’s completely
unaccountable structure.

All this raises concerns about how he
would wield power at the CFPB. Re-
member, at the CFPB, he would not be
accountable to Congress in any mean-
ingful way, certainly not through the
appropriations process, and since the
CFPB is a single Director Agency,
there would be no other Commissioners
to restrain him.

Commissioner Chopra has also shown
a complete disregard already for con-
gressional oversight. According to mul-
tiple press reports, the Biden adminis-
tration’s political leadership at the
CFPB has been taking unusual and pos-
sibly unlawful actions to push out top-
level career, nonpolitical civil servants
at the CFPB in order to fill those civil
service positions with handpicked ac-
tivists who will support the Biden
agenda. Now, the implication has been
that this was done in preparation for
Commissioner Chopra taking over as
the Director.

These were just allegations, but
there were several of them. There was
some credibility to them. So I sent
Commissioner Chopra a letter simply
asking in a straightforward way wheth-
er he was aware of or whether he had
been involved in any efforts to dismiss
these career civil servants at the
CFPB. It has been over 100 days since I
asked him these simple, straight-
forward questions, and he has refused
to provide any response to me.

His refusal to respond to my over-
sight requests—I am the ranking mem-
ber of the committee that has jurisdic-
tion over the organization he is meant
to lead. This refusal to respond to a
simple oversight request is completely
unacceptable from a nominee, and it
leaves very little doubt how he will
treat congressional oversight if he is
confirmed.

As all of the Republicans on the
Banking Committee have stated, ‘“‘In
our view, this should disqualify [him]
from consideration as CFPB Director.”

It is clear to me that Commissioner
Chopra would very likely return the
CFPB to the rogue, unaccountable,
anti-business Agency it was during the
Obama administration. We have every
reason to believe he would continue to
disregard legitimate congressional
oversight requests.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
voting against his confirmation.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I
come to the floor for the opposite rea-
son. I am thrilled to rise to urge my
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colleagues to support Rohit Chopra to
serve as the next Director of the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau.

I have seen the good work they used
to do. They used to have an Ohio Direc-
tor. The first Director there was Rich-
ard Cordray, a friend of mine, some-
body who stood up for consumers pret-
ty much every day of his work life.

Rohit Chopra will become the CFPB
Director at a time when far too many
Americans feel that the system is
rigged against them. You hear reports
about billionaires not paying taxes.
You hear these reports about record
profits on Wall Street. You see the in-
fluence. Just check down the hall.
Look down the hall. You can see the
influence in the minority leader’s of-
fice, Senator MCCONNELL. Lobbyists
are going in and out, always getting
their way. When a Republican freight
train goes down the railbed full of tax
cuts, you know it never stops. It is al-
ways about helping those in charge get
wealthier.

As the CFPB Director, Rohit Chopra
will be here when people feel like no
matter how hard they work, they don’t
get a fair shot in this country. His job
will be on the side of the public. His job
will be on the side of the workers.

I know the Presiding Officer sees this
job as I do—as putting workers at the
center of our country, at the center of
our economy, at the center of our work
here. The Senator from Georgia sees
the country in the same way: putting
workers at the center of our agenda.
That has not happened until we had
this new President. Now, with Rohit
Chopra, we have the chance to turn
this around.

The public has watched the largest
corporations amass enormous power
and use it to gain access and influence
in this town to write the rules in their
favor. Again, I won’t open the door to
show you again, but if you look down
that hall, you will see the people going
in and out of the Republican leader’s
office. They are always gaining access,
always gaining influence, always writ-
ing the rules in their favor.

So it is not surprising that most peo-
ple don’t believe there is anyone on
their side, fighting for them in the Fed-
eral Government, but we know that is
not true. That is why I know Rohit
Chopra will prove them wrong, and he
will fight for all of those who feel like
they have been left on their own.

Even before the pandemic, hard work
wasn’t paying off. We all know that
productivity has gone up in this coun-
try in the last many years; we know
executive compensation has sky-
rocketed; and we know the stock mar-
ket has gone up. But do you know what
we also know and what people feel
every day? They feel like their wages
have been stagnant. They feel like they
are working harder and harder in Sa-
vannah or in Columbus, GA, or in Cin-
cinnati or Columbus, OH. They know
they are working harder and harder
every day, and they are simply not get-
ting ahead. They feel that they have
been left on their own.
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Productivity is up, and wages have
stagnated. Meanwhile, we know the
cost of housing, the cost of childcare,
the cost of higher ed, the cost of pre-
scription drugs—they all go up—and 40
percent of Americans aren’t able to
come up with $400 in an emergency. Be-
fore the pandemic, one-quarter of rent-
ers paid more than half their income in
rent. You know what happens there. If
you are paying half your income in
rent and your car breaks down or your
daughter gets sick or you miss a couple
days of work from a workplace injury,
your life changes. It goes upside down,
and you can get evicted.

Then the coronavirus hit, and mil-
lions of workers who were one emer-
gency away from draining their savings
turned to a payday lender as they faced
emergencies all at once. Millions of
homeowners now have fallen behind in
their mortgages and are at risk of fore-
closure—one in six Latino homeowners,
one in five African-American home-
owners.

Through it all, we have seen COVID-
related scams emerge—scams that use
a global pandemic as a means to cheat
their fellow Americans. I mean, there
is always somebody out there. Most of
us aren’t that way. Most of us in the
Senate and most of us in this country
aren’t that way, but there is always
somebody out there who will scam
their fellow Americans. As a result,
half a million Americans—that is a lot
of people—reached out to the CFPB
last year, seeking help. That is 54 per-
cent more than in 2019. Record num-
bers of consumers complained about er-
rors in their credit reports or harass-
ment by debt collectors. Those Ameri-
cans need someone willing to stand up
to the biggest banks and to stand up to
the most powerful corporations and
fight for them.

Rohit Chopra has the expertise and
the track record to do that, and he will
be America’s voice and America’s advo-
cate. He has a deep understanding of fi-
nancial markets, a strong record of
protecting consumers and workers and
small businesses, promoting competi-
tive markets, and holding bad actors
accountable.

In 2018, this body, this Senate, voted
unanimously—unanimously—that is all
of us—to confirm Rohit Chopra as an
FTC Commissioner. They voted unani-
mously. In the Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs Committee—it used to be
just called the Banking Committee be-
cause it was all about Wall Street; now
the word ‘‘Housing’’ is in capital let-
ters in that committee. In that com-
mittee a few weeks ago, all 12 Repub-
licans voted against Rohit Chopra. Ev-
erybody here voted to confirm him
when he was to go to the FTC. I don’t
know if any Republicans in this body
are going to vote for him now. It is
really kind of shocking as he has
worked with Members of both parties
on a wide array of issues that are im-
portant to American consumers.

As Commissioner, he worked with
Democratic and Republican State at-
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torneys general to protect American
small businesses and consumers from
foreign goods that were flooding the
market with fake ‘“Made in the USA”
labels.

I worked on this issue a lot. My col-
league Senator PORTMAN from Ohio—he
and I worked together to strengthen, in
the bipartisan infrastructure bill, the
“Buy American’ provisions—stronger
than they have ever been—so that we
won’t see a project like the Bay Bridge
in California, Northern California,
made entirely with steel produced by
Chinese companies—all part of the Chi-
nese Communist Party. We are not
going to see that again. We are going
to see what ‘‘Made in the USA” means.

Mr. Chopra’s job, in part—something
that his predecessor didn’t do—will en-
force ‘“‘Made in the USA.” If a company
puts ‘“Made in the USA” on a label,
they should hear from the government.
You just can’t commit that kind of
fraud. In my State, Ohioans look for
“Made in the USA” because they want
their dollars to support our economy.
They know it also means a quality
product, and it means made by Amer-
ican workers.

He has led the FTC’s recent crack-
down on Big Tech. Americans across
the political spectrum were concerned
about these huge tech corporations
that seemed to get bigger and bigger
and to control more and more of their
lives.

Mr. Chopra authorized the Agency’s
current lawsuit against Facebook. This
is what he did in the last job he was in
when he got unanimous support in this
body for confirmation.

He stood up for Amazon drivers when
the company stole more than $60 mil-
lion. Imagine Amazon, as maybe the
most successful corporation—certainly,
one of the largest corporations in the
world—stole $60 million of tips of work-
ers making $9, $10, $11, $12 an hour, and
they are not getting away with it. I
mean, maybe they got away with it be-
fore, but they didn’t get away with it
because Rohit Chopra was there.

Banks aren’t going to get away with
that kind of stuff. Payday lenders
won’t get away with that kind of stuff.
All kinds of people who try to defraud
American consumers—they are not
going to get away with this because
Rohit Chopra is going to be the cop on
the beat.

During his prior time, when he
worked with Richard Cordray at the
CFPB, he served as the Agency’s first
student loan ombudsman. He looked
out for students in the $1.7 trillion stu-
dent loan market—$1.7 trillion. That is
1.7 thousand billion, this $1.7 trillion
student loan market. He worked with
State attorneys general of both parties
to bring enforcement actions against
scammers who preyed on students who
were drowning in student loan debt.

I see the pages on both sides, sitting
here on the steps. Many of them are
going to school in the next couple of
years or are going to college. Many of
them will take student loans. Many of
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them may be preyed on by some of
these scammers. I am guessing every
one of these pages here, whether they
are Republicans or Democrats, whether
sponsored by CHUCK SCHUMER or MITCH
MCCONNELL or me or ROB PORTMAN—I
am guessing every one of you would
vote for the confirmation if you could
vote. Sorry. You are not even old
enough to vote yet, but if you could,
you would vote for Rohit Chopra be-
cause he is going to protect you. He is
going to protect you when people try
to scam you and your student loans.

His commitment to protecting serv-
icemembers has been particularly im-
portant. He uncovered a predatory
lending scheme. He was able to return
more than $60 million to them and
their families. Think about that. Peo-
ple are trying to scam our servicemem-
bers. The wife is away, serving our
country, and the husband is home and
they try to scam the husband, the hus-
band who worries about his wife every
day overseas—these predatory lenders
and others. That is why you need Rohit
Chopra there to protect them.

He has earned the endorsement of a
bipartisan group of State attorneys
general. He is supported by a broad co-
alition of 150 consumer groups, civil
rights groups, labor groups, public in-
terest groups, and small business orga-
nizations. They know, like I do, that,
with Mr. Chopra leading the CFPB,
Americans can be confident they will
have someone looking out for them.
Corporations, big banks, payday lend-
ers—they all have high-priced lobby-
ists. You see them going in and out of
Senator MCCONNELL’s office. We know
that. They have an outsized voice in
this town. Most people don’t have lob-
byists.

I just introduced a bill to help those
on SSI. They are the lowest income
people, averaging $500 a month in in-
come. They didn’t have a voice. They
hadn’t been heard from in 20 years
until Congress did it. It is the same
with people that Rohit Chopra will be
paid to protect: They don’t have lobby-
ists. They don’t have a PAC. They cer-
tainly don’t have a super PAC. They
are not able to unleash tens of millions
of dollars of dark money to win elec-
tions. They don’t have an expensive
lawyer they can get on the phone with
a bank or a credit card company if
something goes wrong.

That is why we created the CFPB—to
fight for them, to be a voice for ordi-
nary people—and, soon, Americans will
have Rohit Chopra on their side.

If you were scammed by a payday
lender, if you were overcharged by a
bank, if you took an unfair hit on your
credit report, it doesn’t matter whom
you voted for or what State. It doesn’t
matter who your Senate sponsor is. If
you are a page, it doesn’t matter whom
you voted for. It doesn’t matter what
State you live in. You need help. You
want someone on your side, and Rohit
Chopra will be on your side. He will
stand up. He will be your advocate.

That is why, as chair of the Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs Committee,
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I enthusiastically support Mr. Chopra’s
nomination to serve as the next Direc-
tor of the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau. I urge all of my colleagues
to support him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
WARNOCK). The Senator from Ohio.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that all remaining
postcloture time be considered expired.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

VOTE ON CHOPRA NOMINATION

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Chopra nomina-
tion?

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) and the Sen-
ator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL).

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 48, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 399 Ex.]

(Mr.

YEAS—50

Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantwell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardln Ee@hy Sinema

arper ujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth MerKley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

NAYS—48
Barrasso Graham Portman
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rounds
Braun Hoeven Rubio
Burr Hyde-Smith Sasse
Capito Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cassidy Johnson Scott (SC)
Collins Kennedy Shelby
Cotton Lankford Sullivan
Cramer Lee Thune
Crapo Lummis Tillis
Cruz Marshall Toomey
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst Moran Wicker
Fischer Murkowski Young
NOT VOTING—2

Cornyn Paul

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table, and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

——
CLOTURE MOTION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the

Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.
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The bill clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 293, Tracy
Stone-Manning, of Montana, to be Director
of the Bureau of Land Management.

Charles E. Schumer, Tim Kaine, Tammy
Baldwin, Cory A. Booker, Sherrod
Brown, Patrick J. Leahy, Sheldon
Whitehouse, Christopher Murphy, Gary
C. Peters, Michael F. Bennet, Robert P.
Casey, Jr., Benjamin L. Cardin, Patty
Murray, Catherine Cortez Masto,
Tammy Duckworth, Robert Menendez,
Bernard Sanders, Mark R. Warner,
Richard J. Durbin.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Tracy Stone-Manning, of Montana,
to be Director of the Bureau of Land
Management, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) and the Sen-
ator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 48, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 400 Ex.]

YEAS—50

Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantwell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardm Ee%hy Sinema

arper ujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

NAYS—48
Barrasso Graham Portman
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rounds
Braun Hoeven Rubio
Burr Hyde-Smith Sasse
Capito Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cassidy Johnson Scott (SC)
Collins Kennedy Shelby
Cotton Lankford Sullivan
Cramer Lee Thune
Crapo Lummis Tillis
Cruz Marshall Toomey
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst Moran Wicker
Fischer Murkowski Young
NOT VOTING—2

Cornyn Paul

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 50, the nays are 48.
The motion was agreed to.

————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Tracy Stone-Manning, of Montana, to
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be Director of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada is recognized.

ROUTE 91 HARVEST FESTIVAL SHOOTING
ANNIVERSARY

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President,
this is a difficult anniversary for peo-
ple in Nevada and across the country.
Tomorrow marks 4 years since the
Route 91 Harvest Festival attack. And
on that day 4 years ago, thousands at-
tended a concert on a late summer
night in my hometown of Las Vegas.
They were at the festival to enjoy an
evening with friends and loved ones.

Fifty-eight of them never made it
home. I will never forget waiting with
families at the Reunification Center in
Las Vegas, where they braced them-
selves for the worst possible news.

Two more people have died of their
wounds since the attack. Over 800 peo-
ple were injured in the shooting and in
the chaos that followed, as people fled
for safety. And countless members of
our community are still dealing with
the emotional scars left by the vio-
lence of that night.

For those hundreds of concertgoers
and for their loved ones, 1 October is a
lingering presence—one that can re-
turn in a rush at the faintest reminder,
like the sound of sirens or fireworks.

The day remains the deadliest mass
shooting in modern American history.

While a nightmare unfolded around
them, hundreds of people sprang into
action to save lives, even at the risk of
their own. Brave first responders
rushed to the scene to direct people to
safety and transport the wounded.
Healthcare workers jumped into ac-
tion. Ordinary Nevadans stood in line
for hours in the days after the shooting
to give blood to those in need. And
businesses all over the State and coun-
try provided every imaginable support,
from food to blankets, to airline tick-
ets.

I think about that contrast every
time I think of October 1, 2017, between
the darkness of the circumstances and
the light of our community coming to-
gether in the aftermath. In the midst
of terror and heartbreak, a whole city,
a State, a country of people showed up
to help one another. And I am so proud
of Nevadans, whose first response to
tragedy was to help their community
heal these painful wounds.

On that horrible night and the days
after, every selfless act, large or small,
made a difference. From bystanders
who turned their pickup trucks into
ambulances, to the thousands of Ne-
vadans who put ‘““Vegas Strong” signs
in their windows to show survivors
that they weren’t alone, Nevadans
came together to help.

Now, we cannot undo the terrible ac-
tions or tragic events, but we can al-
ways do something to lessen the weight
of these events. And even though years
have passed, we still owe it to everyone
touched by this tragedy to continue
moving through our grief toward heal-
ing, and there is still so much that we
can do.
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Every time we reminisce about those
we have lost, we help their loved ones
keep the memories alive. With every
donation to the memorial scholarships,
we honor those affected by the shoot-
ing. We help survivors deal with the
impact of this tragedy when we talk
about the mental health toll that the
shooting has taken and when we work
to decrease the stigma around mental
health issues.

I have consistently worked to expand
treatment options for mental health
and substance use issues, and I will
keep pushing in the Senate to support
life-changing care for those facing
mental health challenges.

We make it better when we advocate
for commonsense laws to prevent gun
violence as well, like the ones we have
passed in Nevada.

It is unbelievable that I am standing
here on the Senate floor 4 years after I
first spoke about this tragedy and that
we still have not been able to pass
background checks and commonsense
gun safety measures.

The majority of Americans are with
us. We need to act because Las Vegas
deserves it and so do communities all
across the Nation. We cannot continue
to stand by as mass attacks and shoot-
ings take a tragic toll all over the
United States.

To the people of Lias Vegas who con-
tinue to grapple with the pain we expe-
rienced on that day, know that I am
with you. We will continue to work to
create a permanent memorial at the
site of the shooting to be a tangible re-
minder of what we know; that even in
the darkest times—especially in the
darkest times—we can come together
to help one another and we can make a
difference.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

NOMINATION OF TRACY STONE-MANNING

Mr. ROMNEY. Mr. President, from
Utah’s red rock canyons to our alpine
meadows, from the sprawling salt flats
to the towering mountain peaks, it is
hard to overstate the beauty of Utah’s
majestic landscapes.

So much about being a Utahn is our
connection to and care for our land.
These values have been engrained in
our culture since the pioneers found
refuge here in 1847. We take great pride
in the fact that folks from all over the
country and all over the world travel
to our State to experience these rich
and diverse landscapes.

Utah has nearly the highest percent-
age of its land owned by the Federal
Government—nearly two-thirds of our
52 million acres. And of that Federal
land, more than 23 million acres is
managed by the Bureau of Land Man-

agement.
This land has been cared for and used
by Utahns for generations—

recreationists and sportsmen who take
advantage of the access to hike, hunt,
mountain bike, ATV, and camp; the
ranchers who graze their livestock to
provide our food and fiber; the commu-
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nities that rely on the oil and gas de-
velopment in the Basin or the coal
mines and powerplants to provide more
than 70 percent of our electricity; indi-
viduals interested in exploring the cul-
tural anthropology of our land; and
simply the residents who look to our
open spaces for solitude.

Utahns deserve and demand that our
public lands be managed by someone
they can trust. It is quite obvious that
the President’s nominee for the Direc-
tor of Bureau of Land Management,
Tracy Stone-Manning, is not worthy of
our trust.

Ms. Stone-Manning’s history of aid-
ing ecoterrorism is extremely trou-
bling and alone should be disqualifying
for the position to which she has been
nominated. It would be like nomi-
nating Bernie Madoff to serve as Treas-
ury Secretary.

For those who aren’t familiar with
tree spiking—an action with which Ms.
Stone-Manning has been associated—
let me offer a brief synopsis. Tree spik-
ing involves hammering a metal or ce-
ramic rod into a tree trunk. Loggers
could be seriously harmed or even
killed when they cut into the trunk of
a tree that has been spiked. And the
same goes for sawmill operators who
are processing the log in the mill.
Ecoterrorists who engage in tree spik-
ing are willing to cause the gruesome
injury or death of hard-working Ameri-
cans who are simply trying to provide
for their families.

But it is not only her efforts assist-
ing ecoterrorists that are of concern.
Ms. Stone-Manning’s blatant dishon-
esty about being investigated over a
tree-spiking incident to the Senate
should disqualify her serving as BLM
Director.

I take my constitutional duty to pro-
vide advice and consent with regard to
Presidential nominees very seriously,
as we all do. And with limited excep-
tion, I believe Presidents, regardless of
party, should be able to put into place
qualified individuals to 1lead their
team. I have supported several of Presi-
dent Biden’s nominees even though I
have disagreed with them on particular
policy issues because I believe they
were basically qualified for the posi-
tion to which they had been nomi-
nated.

Simply put, however, Tracy Stone-
Manning’s past involvement in
ecoterrorism and her attempt to con-
ceal that participation before the Sen-
ate make her unfit to serve as Director
of the Bureau of Land Management.

I will be opposing her nomination
and urge my Democratic friends—espe-
cially those who represent States with
large amounts of Federal land—to op-
pose her nomination as well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, back in 1987,
a 23-year-old mill worker named
George Alexander struck a tree spike—
a tree spike like this one—in the log
that he was processing. His sawblade
shattered, and it caused a wound
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stretching from his eye all the way
down to his chin. His teeth were
smashed, and his jaw was brutally
dashed in half. The incident made na-
tional news.

Just 2 years later, Tracy Stone-Man-
ning rented a typewriter to disguise
her identity. She then typed and sent a
letter to the U.S. Forest Service on be-
half of an ecoterrorist group. She con-
spired to spike trees with spikes just
like this one—hundreds and hundreds
of pounds of spikes just like this one.
In so doing, endangered the lives of for-
esters, of loggers, and of firefighters.
She ended the letter with the following
words:

You bastards go in there anyway and a lot
of people could get hurt.

Unfortunately, it wasn’t until after
her mnomination hearing that we
learned of her work with the
ecoterrorist organization EarthFirst!.
It wasn’t until after her hearing that
we learned that she had been issued a
target letter by a Federal grand jury
and had hired an attorney to negotiate
an immunity deal prior to testifying in
the tree-spiking case.

It wasn’t until after her hearing that
we read her words in a newspaper say-
ing that she ‘‘could have been charged
with conspiracy were it not for her
agreement with the U.S. attorney.” It
wasn’t until after her hearing that we
learned that she was compelled by that
same Federal grand jury to submit fin-
gerprints, writing samples, and hair
samples.

Now, beyond her involvement with
the ecoterrorist group, since her hear-
ing, we learned of public statements
she made just months ago calling for
homes to burn in forest fires. We
learned of statements she made saying
grazing is destroying the West and call-
ing for population control measures
and even labeling children as environ-
mental hazards.

After all of this, a White House offi-
cial called her nomination a ‘‘massive
vetting failure.” It was that, but it is
so much worse than that. She was and
is a radical. She supported a criminal
conspiracy to engage in ecoterrorism.

Our committee asked her if she had
ever been the subject of a criminal in-
vestigation. She, in a sworn statement,
lied. Our committee never had the op-
portunity to ask her about these
shameful acts. Her past actions, her po-
sitions, her statements, and her goals
would each, individually, disqualify her
from service. But combined, they make
her a, frankly, offensive candidate to
the countless people in Utah and
throughout the West and beyond who
rely on Bureau of Land Management
cooperation for their livelihoods and
for their way of life.

Now, inexplicably, President Biden
has not withdrawn this nomination,
though Ms. Stone-Manning has seem-
ingly gone into hiding. She has left un-
answered dozens of questions formally
posed to her by me and by my col-
leagues. If confirmed, she will lack the
credibility with constituents through-
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out the Nation that she would other-
wise need to perform this job. She just
won’t have it. And any accomplish-
ments made by the Biden administra-
tion to steward our lands will be over-
shadowed by her specter of deceit.

The Bureau of Land Management
controls 42 percent of the land in Utah.
In fact, the BLM controls more land in
Utah than Utahns do—a lot more.

So I speak for a lot of people back
home today, people who are insulted by
President Biden’s nomination of Tracy
Stone-Manning to run the Bureau of
Land Management. Her confirmation
would be bad for Utah, bad for the Bu-
reau of Land Management, and bad for
honesty and accountability in govern-
ment.

Needless to say, she will not receive
my vote. It defies logic, reason, and the
greatest traditions of this body to
think that we would confirm her today.
I urge my colleagues to reject this
nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

ROUTE 91 HARVEST FESTIVAL SHOOTING
ANNIVERSARY

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor the memories of the
lives that were lost in Las Vegas on Oc-
tober 1, 2017. Four years ago tomorrow,
the Las Vegas community experienced
tragedy on an unprecedented scale.

Tens of thousands of people gathered
that night for a country music festival.
They were there to have fun, to dance,
and to enjoy a concert with family and
friends. That night, the fun quickly
turned to terror when gunfire erupted,
taking 60 innocent souls and injuring
hundreds and hundreds more. In just 10
minutes—10 minutes—dozens of lives
were cut short and so many more were
forever changed.

These victims were friends and fam-
ily, brothers and sisters, parents and
children, and that night, they were
taken from us. The people that sur-
vived and the loved ones that didn’t are
still grieving, still feeling that loss
with every passing holiday, every pass-
ing birthday, every single day their
lives are forever changed.

Nevada will always feel that loss too.
This was the worst mass shooting in
American history, and it happened in
our State.

But I know our community is strong.
We are resilient, and in our darkest
hour—and in the days and weeks and
months and now even years after—we
remain united. We remain Vegas
Strong.

We are united in our grief for those
we lost but also in our admiration for
those who helped save lives and sup-
port others that night: heroic law en-
forcement officers and first responders,
everyday citizens who ran toward the
danger—they ran toward the danger to
help others—and countless Nevadans
who waited in line to donate blood and
help people who were displaced in the
chaotic aftermath of the shooting.

As we reflect on the 4 years since this
horrific event, I stand here today—I
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stand here today to honor the heroes
who put themselves in harm’s way to
save others. I stand here today to
honor those who were injured phys-
ically, psychologically, and emotion-
ally, especially those who are still
fighting to recover. Know that we are
with you now and always. And I stand
here today to honor those who lost
their lives. They will never ever be for-
gotten. May their memories be a bless-
ing. And in their memory, we are resil-
ient. In their honor, we are strong. We
are Vegas Strong.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, first of
all, I ask permission to use an item to
demonstrate in the speech that I am
going to give, please.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

NOMINATION OF TRACY STONE-MANNING

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, fellow
Senators, and the American public, I
rise today to underscore a travesty
that is about to take place here in
about an hour on the floor of the U.S.
Senate. I am talking about the BLM
matter, the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment matter, the nominee the Presi-
dent of the United States has made to
run the Bureau of Land Management as
the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management. That person is Tracy
Stone-Manning.

I think the facts have pretty well
been laid out already in the media. At
the same time, there is tremendous
outrage, I can tell you, amongst not
only BLM employees but among the
people who earn their living and recre-
ate on the millions of acres of BLM. It
is incredible, it is astonishing, and it is
an embarrassment for this administra-
tion to nominate a person who is an
ecoterrorist and a person who has per-
jured themselves before the committee
that she appeared before on her con-
firmation and, in addition to that, has
espoused a ‘‘let it burn’ philosophy for
people’s homes that she will take an
oath to defend if she becomes head of
the BLM, which I believe she is going
to before the Sun goes down today.

It is amazing to me that the adminis-
tration would put this person in this
position. There are 330 million people
in America. Almost every single one of
those people, including some high
school kids, could do this substantially
better than she could and would not
tarnish the name of the BLM, which is
going to happen when she is confirmed
as the Director of the BLM.

So what did she do? Well, she en-
gaged in acts of ecoterrorism. She en-
gaged in a conspiracy to Kkill other peo-
ple. She engaged in acts with Earth
First! that put her squarely in the tar-
get of the U.S. Government, along with
her cohorts with whom she lived in a
house in Montana at the time. But she
got off the hook. She didn’t get pros-
ecuted because she turned on the oth-
ers and turned state’s evidence. She
hired an attorney, and that attorney
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negotiated with the U.S. attorney
there, and she wound up testifying
against the others, so she wasn’t con-
victed. Nonetheless, she was as deeply
involved in this as they were.

Let me read for you a letter that she
wrote. She admits to writing this let-
ter:

To whom it may concern, this letter is
being sent to notify you that the Post Office
Sale in Idaho has been spiked heavily.

The post office sale was a Forest
Service sale of standing timber in the
Clearwater National Forest in Idaho.
She writes this letter regarding that.

The reasoning for this action is that this
piece of land is very special to the earth. It
is home to the Elk, Deer, Mountain Lions,
Birds, and especially the Trees.

She is absolutely correct on that.

The next paragraph describes what
she did.

The project required that eleven of us—

Most of whom lived in that house in
Montana—

spend nine days in God awful weather con-
ditions spiking trees. We unloaded a total of
five hundred pounds of spikes measuring 8 to
10 inches in length.

For people who don’t understand
what spiking trees is, and most people
in America wouldn’t, you think, how
could it be harmful in going out and
putting a spike in a tree?

This is a spike. It is not a particu-
larly large one, but it doesn’t take a
particularly large one. What they do is
they drive this item into a tree. They
drive it in far enough that you can’t
see it. It then stands there until some
unsuspecting logger comes along and
cuts the tree down. That logger could
be injured, but it is unlikely they will
be, but they could be because of the
hidden spike that was in the tree.

The tree is then, after it is cut down,
cut into length—usually 16 foot—put
onto a truck, and hauled to the mill.
Once it gets to the mill, it is put in a
millpond. It is then pushed eventually
into the mill, and when it enters the
mill, it goes on a carriage, and the car-
riage carries it to a saw. The saw may
move back and forth, cutting the wood
that is on this log in the carriage, or
more likely, the carriage itself will
move against the moving saw.

There are a couple kinds of saws. One
is a circular saw. It could be 5 feet. De-
pending on the size of the mill, it could
5 feet, 6 feet, 10 feet. But in today’s
world, more often than not, it is a
bandsaw. A bandsaw is a piece of metal
stripping that is a quarter-inch thick
or so and probably a couple inches wide
with teeth, and it circulates in the mill
between the first floor, the second
floor, even the third floor. As the car-
riage hits it, it then saws the log into
boards.

All is well unless there is one of these
in the log. What happens when that
saw hits this item in the log? In the
best description I can give you, it is
much like a hand grenade going off, ex-
cept that there is no fire explosion, but
there is just as much shrapnel that
goes out of this at a speed that is very,
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very fast because all of the moving
parts are moving very fast. And what
does it do? It kills, and it injures log
workers who are right there on the
floor.

These are innocent people. They are
people who are working to make a liv-
ing for themselves, for their families,
for their children. They are people who
go to work in the morning and do not
come home because someone KkKnow-
ingly, intentionally, maliciously, with
a black and an abandoned heart, stuck
one of these in the tree. That is the
only reason you put one of these in a
tree, is to kill and maim fellow human
beings who are absolutely innocent and
who have done nothing wrong.

She was involved in this. This person
whom the administration wants to run
the Bureau of Land Management,
which manages millions of acres, the
largest tracts of land in the United
States of America—they want to put
this woman in charge of this Agency.
They sell timber all the time. She will
be in charge of that. There is no need
for this woman to be in charge of this
Agency. There are plenty of people who
could do this.

Today, in the Clearwater National
Forest, those trees are still there.
Some of them will be there for 100 or
more years. It is very possible one of
these is going to kill somebody work-
ing in one of the mills at some point in
time after all of us are dead and gone.

They will ask at that time: How did
this happen?

They will say: Well, a woman who
eventually became head of the BLM
was involved in putting these spikes in
these trees here.

People will shake their heads and
say: What were those people thinking?
That is shameful. It is despicable.

Yet that is what is about to happen
here.

Now, that was a while ago that this
happened, but what has happened re-
cently?

She will be in charge of firefighting.
Firefighting is absolutely critical on
public lands in the West. We need it on
Forest Service land; we need it on Bu-
reau of Land Management land. But,
like I said, she has embraced the idea
that letting fires burn and burning
down the houses that are in the inter-
face zones is perfectly fine.

How do we know this? It is in writ-
ing. It is absolutely in writing. There
was an article written, fortuitously, by
her husband in 2018 but which she em-
braced on September 15, 2020, in a
tweet, and I will get to the tweet in a
minute. But this is the view that her
husband takes of what should happen
to houses—perfectly innocent people’s
houses—that are built near public
lands. The idea is, let it burn.

He says:

But the federal government then needs to
make fighting wildfires—a social process—
subject to a social contract. Perhaps the feds
should commit themselves to refusing to
send in the troops to any county that has
not taken such measures. Perhaps the solu-
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tion to houses in the interface is to let them
burn.

He says:

There’s a rude and satisfying justice in
burning down the house of someone who
builds in the forest.

She embraced this. Just a little over
a year ago, she put out a tweet and
said:

Not a bad time to revisit this piece from
my husband, Richard Manning, from two
years ago. [This is a] clarion call.

“Let them burn,” she says; a clarion
call to let people’s homes burn.

She put that out on September 15,
2020, just a little over a year ago. This
is the person we are going to confirm
to fight fires and protect people’s
homes in the West.

All of us in the West live relatively
close to the interface zones, and many
people, millions of people, live in the
interface zones. She is saying it is a
clarion call to let them burn, and, in-
deed, they will get a rude and satis-
fying justice in burning down the
houses that were built in the interface
zone.

You can’t make this stuff up. If
someone wrote a book about this,
someone would toss it and say: That is
too ridiculous. This could never hap-
pen.

This is the woman this U.S. Senate is
going to confirm on a straight party-
line vote in about an hour here.

So she comes before the committee,
and although we didn’t have all of the
facts at the time, as has been alluded
to by my colleagues here, we were
aware that she had attachments to
ecoterrorist groups. So some questions
were put to her, and as always happens
before the committee, they are re-
quired to be signed under oath, which
she did, and she was asked whether or
not she had ever been arrested or
charged or been the target of an inves-
tigation involving spiking. She says—
now under oath after solemnly swear-
ing to tell the truth—‘No, I have never
been arrested or charged, and to my
knowledge, I have never been the tar-
get of such an investigation.”

She hired an attorney to negotiate
with the U.S. attorney because she was
a target of the investigation, had re-
ceived a target letter, and had been
told she was a target of that.

What are we doing here? How in the
world can somebody come before a
committee, take an oath that they
would tell the truth, and then flat lie?

She was also asked: Did you have
personal knowledge of—did you have
personal knowledge of—participate in,
or in any way, directly or indirectly,
support activities associated with the
spiking of trees in Idaho’s Clearwater
National Forest on March 29, 1989?

We read the letter she wrote where
she admitted that she was involved in
that.

Her answer to that: “I had no in-
volvement in the spiking of trees.”
Under oath, she said that. We know
otherwise.

She said, ‘‘Eleven of us [spent] nine
days in God awful weather conditions
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spiking trees,”
says, ‘“No.”

Next question: Did you have personal
knowledge of, participate in, or in any
way, directly or indirectly, support ac-
tivities associated with the spiking of
trees in any forest during your life-
time?

Answer: ‘“No.”

We know better. She admitted to
signing this letter where she fessed up
to it.

Well, look, I know I am not going to
talk the Democrats out of confirming
her. I can tell you that this is a shame-
ful, shameful thing for the administra-
tion to do. It is a shameful thing for
my friends in the majority to confirm
her.

What I can tell you is, when she
comes before the committee that we sit
on, where we have oversight of the
BLM—and we have the Director in reg-
ularly because we have oversight re-
sponsibility—how will we believe one
word she says when she has already
perjured herself?

This is wrong. It is a shameful mo-
ment for this administration. I can tell
you the employees of the Bureau of
Land Management are going to have a
very difficult time working under a
person who is an ecoterrorist and who
is a perjurer. She should not be con-
firmed.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAINE). The Senator from Wyoming.

Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I rise
today to associate myself with the re-
marks of the gentleman from Idaho
and the gentleman from Utah, who just
spoke about one of the most egregious
nominations to ever receive a vote on
the floor of the U.S. Senate.

I am speaking of President Biden’s
nomination of Tracy Stone-Manning to
be Director of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement.

I have been here in Washington, DC,
for close to a decade now, and I know
that oftentimes it feels there are few
things that unite us as Democrats and
Republicans. I would have hoped that
just one of those things that would
have united us would be opposition to
ecoterrorism; and yet, in about an
hour, the Senate will be voting to con-
firm a known ecoterrorist collaborator
to lead one of the most consequential
land management agencies.

I am flabbergasted. I am aghast. I am
horrified. This is a solemn, bad day for
land management in the United States.

Here we are, $28 trillion-plus in
debt—28 trillion-plus in debt. Inflation
is threatening every single American.
We have a global pandemic, a major
crisis at our southern border, a massive
government expansion, and debt ceil-
ing debate, and Senate Democrats want
to put an ecoterrorist collaborator to
manage one of the biggest land man-
agement agencies in the United States.

The Bureau of Land Management ad-
ministers about 245 million acres of
land. It manages 18.4 million acres of
public land surface in my State and

and she under oath

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

nearly 43 million acres of Federal min-
eral estate in my home State of Wyo-
ming.

As is required by law, the Bureau of
Land Management operates under a
multiple-use mandate that balances
recreation needs, energy development,
grazing, conservation, mining, wildlife
habitat, and more. Leading this Agen-
cy requires someone who is balanced
and committed to supporting this mul-
tiple-use mandate. It is the law that
governs the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment.

Do we have that in Ms. Stone-Man-
ning?

As reported by the Washington Post,
of all places, Ms. Stone-Manning was a
spokeswoman for REarth First!, the
group responsible for the ecoterrorist
tree spiking spoken of by Mr. RISCH
and Mr. LEE moments ago in Idaho’s
Clearwater National Forests.

So what is the motto for the group
for which Ms. Stone-Manning served as
a mouthpiece?

Here it is: ““No compromise in the de-
fense of Mother Earth.”

No compromise. None. And yet we
are supposed to trust that Ms. Stone-
Manning will compromise on the inevi-
table conflicts that will come before
her as BLM Director, the requirement
that she balance the interests on use of
BLM land?

For President Biden and my Senate
colleagues across the aisle, do you real-
ly want your names associated with a
‘“‘no compromise’” mouthpiece of a con-
victed ecoterrorist organization; some-
one who lied under oath to the Energy
and Natural Resources Committee?

In her testimony, she lied under
oath. Someone who has advocated for
population control as a means to save
the environment; someone who has
written that grazing is ‘‘destroying the
West.”

Now, pair that remark with what you
just heard from Senator RISCH. Senator
RISCH says: She and her husband want
those houses in the interface with the
forest to burn.

What prevents them from burning?

It is grazing. Grazing done right
helps keep the forest floor and the
grasses from igniting conflagrations.
Grazing is good for the West, yet she
has written that grazing destroys the
West. Grazing is one of the elements of
multiple use.

Does that mean that she is going to
use her position to try to eliminate
grazing in the West?

That would add to catastrophic fires.
That would add to carbon emissions
from these monster fires that we are
having.

Management requires land manage-
ment. That is why it is called the Bu-
reau of Land Management. It is not the
bureau of land let it be, let it burn, let
it rot, let it be ignored. It is the Bu-
reau of Land Management, with a mul-
tiple-use mandate.

Ms. Manning is wholly unqualified to
serve in this position—absolutely un-
qualified.
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I urge President Biden to withdraw
her nomination before 7:00 tonight, and
for Senate Democrats to join us in say-
ing no to this nominee. This nominee is
an insult to the American West.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to be able to use a
prop on the Senate floor, a tree spike.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, you
see some of my colleagues are down
here. We are a little bit fired up. Right?
And this is not some kind of partisan
game. We are fired up for a reason—
that the U.S. Senate is getting ready
to confirm a nominee who has no busi-
ness being even considered on the Sen-
ate floor. No business being considered
on the Senate floor.

And with all due respect to my col-
league from Montana, this isn’t—what
did he say—attacks against somebody.
These are facts that we are going to
talk about. These are facts—someone
who is still continuing to not even tell
the truth about her past as a violent
ecoterrorist.

Now, look, we know this administra-
tion has put forth far-left individuals. I
am going to talk about a few. But to
put forward a far-left, violent nomi-
nee—I think we all should recognize—is
kind of a bridge too far for the U.S.
Senate.

But that is happening right now, and
I am really hopeful that at least some
of my Democratic colleagues, at the
last minute, will go: Mayb